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RE MIEW » 


NARA TVE and SrArE of the Pro- 
ceedings of the Judicatories igainft * 
Mt. Ebenezer Erskine Miniſter aa i 

. Stirling, Mr. William Wilſon Miniſter "8 


at Perth, Mr. Alexander Moncuigf -Þ8 
Miniſter at Abernethy, and Mr. James 1 

Fiſher Miniſter at Kinclaven; Emit- 
ted by a Committee of the Commiſſion A 


of the General Aſſembly. FS os 1 4 
WHEREIN - + = 

The Reaſonings of the ſaid Murrarive ard 
examined, and the Repreſentation that is 


made of the Proceedings of the Judicatos 
ries enquired into, 


Publiſhed by the foreſaid Miniſters for their end 


neceflary Vindication. 
—— * 


Prov. xvii, 1. He that is py in bis own Cauſe, fertts 
eth juſt ; but bis Neighbour cometh and ſearcheth bim. 


1 * 19. Whether it be right in the Sight of God th 
arten unto you move than umo God, judge "wy 
p 


Iſaiah xvi. 5. Your Brethren that bated you, 
288 e e Let the Lord be 
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He Conimiſſon of the 
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5 overaber alt, paſi d th 
final don: agairift Mr. Ebenes 

, Erkin Miniſter at Ts 

Mr. Wiilian ie 

"i hd e, Mr. Alerunder e 

ſter at Wernethy, ind Mr. James Fi 

ſter at Kinclaven, looſing their Pafforal R 
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to their reſpective Pariſhes, and G them nd 


fonger Miniſters of this Chureh ads 
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We a Comtmittee to t | 
wi uo make up a Narrative or 5 — 45 he Pre 
gs of che Judicatories in this Affair, to 
ira for the Satisfaction of all concerned: 
Baal uence of this A 13 the Comme 
did, Nee after the of the R N 
Commiſſion, publiſh cheir Narrative, 
alletge e the Proceedings of the bunch 2. 
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doubt not to affirm. is the 
we hope ſhall be made appear, will oblige us to 
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and Invective are intermixed with Argument. 
Wawa porn ed. that Truth need no ſuch Ma- 

rials for ite Support, and that the Math of 
Man workerh not the Righteonſneſs of God; 


and therefore we ſhall not render them 1Rgiiiug 


Jer Railing, nor Reviling for Reviling : Vet, 
the mean Time; the Jultice we owe to the 
Fave in which we. are engaged, and which we 
b aulg. of Truth, as 


expoſe their wrong Realonings, and to ſet their 


_ *<unfair Repreſentations of Matters of Fact in a 


Job Light, that the World may not be impoſed 
Upon by this Performance, altho* it comes abroad 
Lil 2 Deed of a Committee of the Commiſſion of 
the General Aſſembly. 
The true Fate * the Proceſs eee ſome 
Time ago, together with our Repreſentations 
wen in to the Meeting of the Commiſſion in 
Auguſt laſt, which contain our Reaſons for pro- 
ſting againſt the Deciſion of the Aflembly in the 
aſe of Mr. Erskine, as alſo. for refuſing to retract 
the ſame, have ſatisfied, we hope, ſuch as are 
pnprejudiced as to the chief Points in Controverſy 
betwixt the preſent Managers and us: And, ſince 
the Narrative avriters have made no Anſwer un- 
o the Reaſons advanced for. our Conduct in our 
fre Repreſentations ( tho' they have thought 
fit to enter into the Rea 


oning with us) we muſt 
refer the Reader unto them, and we 


all tran- 


uuf no! more of what is already publiſhed than is 


neceſſary to yindicate our Conduct from the unjuſt 
Alpgriers the Narrazive throws upon it. 


e Reverend Committee are pleaſed to inform 
World in their Preface,” 15 * Neither the 
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derm on' gor any gther Judicatori 


es are an- 
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# ſwerable for their Nele are all 


+ along intermined with the Narrative. But, if 2 
bare Narrative of Matters of Fact was ſufficient 
; to vindicate the Proceedings of the Judicatories 
Jof the Church, why did the Committee trouble 
t, ¶ either themſelves or the World with their Reaſon- 
e ings on the Subject ? And, in this Caſe, the moſt 
'e unexceptionable Narrative they could have publi- 
as I ſhed; would have been an authentick Extract of 
0 if the Proceedings of the ſeveral Judicatories in this 
Affair, leaving the. Reader to judge for himſelf: 
a And, if they thought the Reaſonings that they 
dq have intermixed were neceſſary in order to account 
d If for the Steps the Judicatories have taken, hy do 


CS 
* 


they charge the Facts upon the Aſſembly and 
Commiſſion, and yet free them of the Reaſons 
which they advance in the Narrative to ſupport 
thele Deeds ? Was the Conduct of the Commiſ- 
ſion ſuch a Myſtery, that their Committee cannot 
adventure to tell what were the Reaſons that mo- 
e ved them to act the Part they did? It is well 
© known, the four proteſting Brethren were con- 


1 8 @ 


* 

e demned by the Aſſembly without ever being al- 

y lowed to make their Nefences: And, as the Com- 

e miſſion did not give them a full Hearing, in re- 

= I gard one of their Repreſentations was never read; 

r I So *tis manifeſt from the Commiſſion's Procedure, 

t I that they were reſolv'd no Regard ſhould be had 

k iN to their Defences, however ftrong and convins 
- Wcing ; but at any Rate, in Obedience to the laſt 
mbly, to execute their Sentence againſt them. 


It might have been 1 that ſuch 28 and 
fummar Procedure ſhould have been ſupported 
by Reaſons and - Grounds fo plain and et in 
themſelves, that the. Committee of the Commiſ- 
bon ſhould haue no more to do but to lay tham 


5 plainly, 
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beſore the 4 2 andi that they ſhauld 


ay wk. pr been able to lay, Theſa are. —— 
er rhe Commiſſion's Reafons ſor the ſeveral Step 
of #herr Procaaure againſt the four —— 
Minafters ; But: the ſeveral Sentences paſt again 
the laid proteſting Miniſters having no — of fl, 
dation in our Form of: Proceſs, or in the . 
Acts and Conſtitutions of this Church (as will I. 
zppear from the Sequel) it ſeems the leading . 
are not at one among themſelves about the 
aſons that are needful to ſupport their Proce- MW, 
, and therefore the Committee have not ad- IN, 
Tales to lay their Reaſonings in the Narrazive 
Door df the Commiſſion. 
* #T Ad and Sentence of the laſt Aſſembly, 
oving the Proceedings | of the Synod of 
oth. and Stirling againſt. Mr. Eratiue, and 
\inting 2 be rebnked and admoniſned at 
eir Qwn Bar, was the immediate Occaſion of 
— Proteſtation which was ſo much reſented by 
the Aflembly : And therefore we ſhall in che firk 
Place conſider how the Narrative repreſents the 
foreſaid Act and Sentence of the Aſſembly, ap- 
proving the Proc s of the Synod, as alſo 
the Arguments that are ht for the Juſtice of 
ſaid Sentence: ; and then we ſhall review the 
ſons that are advanced: for: our Submiſſiori ts 
Sentence of Rebuke and Admonition 
A agdinſt, Mr. Erskene, and to the Sentence of Suf- 
enſion ; execute againſt us, becauſe ot our re- 
ſuſing to retract our Proteſtatiom: And under 
thele ſeveral. Heads we: ſhall alſo conſider the Ac- 
| ny the Narnatiue — of 3 of 
: ories towards t ote a 
—— their Behaviour towarda t a 
Ante the Act ani ae d us ang, 
en N | . - appro» 


«A a K .i..c. oc w_- 
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n 
pproving the Proceedings of thISynod, the Kel 
Arche the Narrasiue gives of- it is as 
Page 14. After all, the Aſſembly came to 
« Sentence, whereby they found theſe Expreſſions 
er yerited'by Mr. Erskine, and contained in the 
„ Minutes of the foreſaid Synod's" Proceedings, 
ee with the Anſwers. thereto made by him, to 
© offenſive, and to tend to diſturb the Peace ar 
* good Order of the Church: Therefore they aps 
© proy'd the Proceedings of the Synod, and ap® 
© pointed him to be rebuked and admoniſhed 
© the Moderator at their own Bar, in order 
terminate the Proceſs ; which was done accor- 
ern ade gk 

This is far from being a fair Narrative of the Aſs 
ſembly's Sentence, when near tlie one Half there 
z omitted: For the Reverend Cominittee were 
bundaritly ſenſible that they were ſcarce capable to 
vindicate the Aſſembly before the Proteſtant World 
in proceeding to inflict their Cenſures for no othe 
Crime but calling irt queſtion a Law which the. 
themſelves own to be merely human; and thefe- 
fore they thought fit to quote no more of thi 
Act than ſerved their Purpoſe; and yet that Part 
which they have omitted contains the ee 


judgment upon the Proceſs as it was finiſned 
the Synod of Perth and Stirling, and caſts 

conſiderable Light upon the Sentence appointing 
Mr. Erskine to be rebuked, and alſo diſcovers un- 
to us the Unfeaſonableneſs of what ſeems the 
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alledged by the Committee afterwards in thei 
arrative, viz, That the Manner of Mr. ZE: 
kine's expreſſing himſelf was condemned, but not 
e Matter delivered by him, Pages ' 11th ar 

isch. And therefore, ſince the Committee have, 
at thought fit to inſert ce e JUNE an 
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large, whereby Mr. Er5kine was condemned, it iy 
ful that we do it in this Place, and it is as 
oo: rind 2 IG % Pop wank 


" _ - Edinb. May 13, 1733. 
HE General 4 embly having, at 4 forma 
1 Diet, conſidered. an Appeal entred by Mr; 
Ebenezer Erskine Miniſter at Stirling from 8 
Sentence of the Synod of Perth and Stirling, 
ewherein the ſaid Synod had found Ground 10 
cenſure him, ana appointed him to be rebuke; 
en Account of ſeveral indecent. Expreſſions utter 
by him in à Sermon preached. before the-ſait 
Synod in October laſt, tending to diſguiet th 
Peace of this Church, and. impugning ſeveral 
Atts of Aſſembly, . and Proceedings of | thi* 
Church juaicatories, and had appointed him. 
be admoniſned_t0.. behave orderly for the future 
-. 4ſſewbly found theſe Expreſſions er- 
ted by Mr. Erskine, and contained in the Ali. 
rures of the foreſaid $y04's.; Proceedings, with 
the Anſwers thereto made by him, to bs offon- 
Jeve and to tend to diſturb the Peace amd 'goos 
rder of this Church ; therefore they approved 

zb Proceedings a,, the Synod,., nd appointed 
him ts be rebuked and admonifhed by he. th 
gerator at their own Bar, in order to terini- 
nate che Proceſs ; which Was done accordingiy» 


. The Reader will | eaſily obſerve, That the t 
Committee have entirely overleaped the firſt ; 
Part of this Act, no doubt to make. the World 
believe what they alledge, Page 18th, That n ſt 
e Synod, and then the General Aſſembly, Or- 

© dained Mr. Erskine to be rebuked (only) for 
<:. offenſive Expreſſions tending to diſturb the 
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ec Peace 


. 
© of 
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© peace and good Order of this Church, aiid 
that their Cenſure was not inflicted for an 
T Heterodoxy in Doctrine.“ Yet it is evident, th 
he forelaid Act and Sentence bears in the moſt 
xpreſs Terms, That the Aſſembly approved the 
roceedings of the Synod of Perth and Stirling, 
nding Ground to cenſure Mr. Erskine, and ap- 
Pointing him to be rebuked for ſeveral indecent 
:xpreflions, impugning ſeveral Acts of Aflembly 
nd Proceedings of Church-judicatories ; from 
whence it is obvious, That the Aſſembly found 
ir. Erikine's Expreſſions to be offenſive, 7 
I nding to diſturb the Peace and good Order of 
he Church, upon the ſame Ground on which 
e Synod found them to be ſo, that is, Be- 
aue they impugn's ſome Acts of Aſſembly 
ind Proceedings of Churcb- judicatories. An 


wy ing what Mr. Erskine advanced anent the 
{.Wolawfulneſs ot the Act 1932, OD and the 


MW warrantable Proceedings of Church- judicatories _ 
the Settlement of Miniſters, in Conſequence  - 
the Patronage-A& and the ſoreſaid Act of 
ſlembly, makes up the greateſt Part of the con- 
mned Expreſſions; and that no other Act ot 
ilembly is attacked in his Sermon, as unlawfuly 
ut the Act 2732, anent the Settlement of vacant 
ongregations, nor any other Proceedings of 
hurch- judicatories, but the preſent Proceedings 
| the violent Settlement of Miniſters : It is im- 
oſſible, that the Ground of the Synod's Sentence, 
proven of, and adopted by the Aſſembly, can 
ave other Meaning but a condemning Mr. 
r5kine for telling his Sentiments freely in che 
ulpit concerning the Sinfulneſs of the Act 19325. 
id other arbitrary Proceedings of Church-judica- | 
ties it the violent Settlement of Miniſters, in 
bw Hr 


Faithfulneſs, inconſiſtent with their Ordinatien# 


10 
8 of the Patronage-Act, the ſaid Act 


of Aſſembly, and ſometimes in a different Manner 
from both, when it tended to ſtrengthen thei 
Party, as in the Caſe of Kinroſs. When there 
fore the Aſſembly rebuked and admoniſhed Mr 
Erskine, becauſe he impugn'd the above Act 173: 
and the foreſaid Proceedings of wrote 
catories, it is plain that they reckoned his Free 
dom in this Macter to be cenſurable, as well: 
| Heterodoxy in Doctrine: And therefore the pre 
reſting Brethren had juſt Reaſon to complain 
this Proceedwe, as having a direct Tendency ta 
ſhut their Mouths from teſtifying doctrinally 
gainſt the preſent Current of Deſection, and a 

ying a Reſtraint upon miniſterial Freedom and 


Vows and Engagements. And, however it i 
now pretended, 'That it was only for the Inde 
cency of the Expreſſion, that Mr. Erskine wi: 
rebuked ; yet, as the Act and Sentence itſelf (. 
has been already ſhown) expreſly bears, 'ThaWre 
the Matter, as well as Manner of Expreffioni 
was condemned both by the Synod and Aflem 
bly ; ſo the chief Managers and Framers of ther 
Act had no other View of it: For the Reve 
rend and Honourable Members of the AfſemblyWair 
Committee, that were appointed to converſ 
with the Four Brethren after their Proteſtatior 
was given in, plainly told them, 'That it wa 
_ unjuſtifiable to ſpeak from the Pulpit again! 
any Act of Aſſembly, or the Proceedings oue 
Church-Judicatories, And when the Brethren re'e 
lied, That this was an invading of a Proteſtaniſſelv 
Þrinciple contained in our Confel/ion of FaichF*P 
if Miniſters were cenſured for disburdening jtheinF"e 
Conſcience as.t0 publick Church-Proazeding Je 
, . | y + 6” N p 7, 7 WL . 0 
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which appear to * to . contrary to the 
Word of „ and to ſap the Foundation of our 
Church-Conſtitution; They are likewiſe told, 
That, if they could not be ſilent from ſpeaking 
gainſt Acts of Aſſembly, and the Proceedings 

the Judicatories, that then they ſhould go out 
f the Church: So that, both from the Terms of 
he Aſſembly's Act and Sentence, and the decla- 
fed Mind of the Framers of it, it evidently ap- 
pears, that Mr. Erskine was rebuked for telliſy 
Ing againſt the Act of Aſſembly 1732, and the 
preſent Proceedings of Church- Judicatories, and 
not merely for the indecent Terms in which it is 
lledged he emitted that Teſtimony ; which juſti- 
ies both the Proteſtation and the Adherence un- 
o it. And, to illuſtrate this a little further, we 


hren did proteſt for Liberty to uſe indecent Ex- 


hareffions in preaching againſt the unlawful Acts of 


\ſſembly, or the ſinful Proceedings of Judicato» | 
es; but only maintained, That the Truths deli» 
jered by Mr. Erskine ſhould not be condemned, 


ad aſlerted their Privilege and Duty to teſtify a- 


inſt the Act of Aſſembly 1732, and the like De- 


S:ctions of this Church. 


185 


We proceed now to conſider what is advanced 
the Narrative to juſtify the Act and Sentence 
f the Synod — Mr. Erskine, and conſe- 
quently the Act of Aſſembly affirming the ſame, 
ven as it is laid by the Narrative-Writers them- . 
elves. And, that the Reverend Committee may 
xpoſe as they imagine the proteſting. Brethren, 
hey take Notice of four Particulars charged a- 


gajnſt Mr. Erskine by the Synod, Pag. a, 3, 4 
Ge. and endeavour to repreſent them in th m 


B 2 odious 


ſhall only obſerve upon this Head, That neither 
Ar. Erskine nor any of the other Three Bre- 


12 | | 

odious Colours: But the Reader muſt know, That 
ore than eight Propoſitions were charged againſt 
Mr. Erstine by the Synod, and they were all con- 
demned as cenſurable Expreſſions. If we had got 
2 true and fair Narrative of the Proceedings of 
the Church · judicatories, all the condemned Pro. 
poſitions ought to have been. narrated, for this 
Reaſon, That the Synod condemned them 
all in Bulk as cenſurable, without making a Diffe. 
Tence as to any one of them, and ſo did the A. 
ſembly after them, with this Addition, That they 
condemned his An{wers likewile,as their above A& 

and Sentence bears. | 5 
And here we muſt obſerve, That if a Number 
al Propoſitions are condemned in Bulk, which was ! 
done in the . Caſe, ſuppoſe ſome of them 7 
were unjuſtifiable (which we can by no Means Il l. 
grant with reſpect to any of the Propoſitions e- N 
mitted by Mr. Erskine) yet, if Truth is condem- Wl 0 
ned amongſt a Bundle of unjuſtifiable Propoſitions, Wl a: 
it is Duty to bear Teſtimeny unto it againſt the MW u 
faid condemnatory Sentence: And therefore, if any 
one of the Propoſitions emitted by Mr. Erskine 
"ary were all condemned in Bulk) was a Divine 
ruth, there was ſufficient Reaſon for. a Feſti- 
mony againſt the Sentence of the Synh6d fifiding 
them all cenſurable, and againſt the Act of Aﬀem- 

bly affirming the ſame. 9 5 

As the Narrative is neither full, nor fair, 
when it tells us, Page 8. The Particulars conde- I b. 
ſcended on are but ſome of the indecent and of. 
Fenſſue Inſtances inſiſted upon by the Synod : We 7 
Thall give an Inſtance in one or two of the con- 7 
demned Propoſitions amitted by the Committee, I i: 
Which ye affirm are neither indecent, nor can 
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th give any juſt Ground of Offence: And we muſt 
t refer the Reader frequently P. the Tyus Hate of 
de Proceſs, publiſhed ſome Time ago; and this 
cannot be refuſed as a ſufficient Vanden ſeeing it 
contains an Extract of the Proceſs, under the Handi 


of the Synod-Clerk. e 4% *6:15 DAR C257 
i The firit Inſtance we give is, That Mr. Erskine 
nM was condemned for affirming in his Sermon, Thar 
- miſtaken Notions of the Kingdom of Feſus Chriſt 
-W 245 rhe Ground of many Things that were wroug 
among u at this Day; True State, b. 15, Or, 
as it runs in his Anſwers, p. 20. (which were alſo 
condemned by the Aſſembly) 1 am per/waded; hat 
er carnal Notions of the Kingdom of Chriſt, which 
is not of this World, Iy at the Bottom of the many 
Evils and  Corruptions of this Day. This we 
look upon as a very great Truth, That wrong 
Notions of the Kingdom of Chrilt ly at the Bottom 
of the Evils that are at preſent complained of ; ſuch 
as, the conferring the Privilege of calling Miniſters 
upon Heritors, as ſuch; yea, the receiving of difs 
affected Heritors into our Boſom, and intruſting 
them with the foręſaid valuable Privilege, as is done 
by the Act of Aſſembly 1732 ; as alſo, the impo- 
ſingedf Miniſters upon Zb and reclaiming” 
Congregations upon Prefentations from Patrons ; 
together with many other. Evil and Corruptions, 

which may be mentioned in due Time. : 
Ir, Another of the condemned Expreſſions omitted 
le- by the Committee is, That whatever Church- 
authority was in that Act, (wiz. the Ad 1732) 
e at there was nothing of the Authority of the 
n- B-Head of the Church in it; ani that he was ſurt 
e, it bad no Foundation in Scripture, where there 
an Nis zo Diltinftion made in ſpiritual Matters be- 
he ji cia 
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done; therefore, beſides what has been made ap- 
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fewizr rhe rich Man with the Gbld ring and 


eh Ciba, and 15 poor Man. True State 
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That there is nothing of the Authority of the 
Head of the Church in the Act of Aſſembly 
T732, and that it has no Foundation in Scripture, 
is a Truth, which the Reverend Committee 
themſelves are not aſhamed toſ own, when they 
affirm, p. 4. That the Scriptures do not determine 
*who (hall be the Electors of Miniſters. It is 
therefore abundantly obvious, that the above Pro- 
poſition was condemned, only becauſe it impugn'd 
the Act of Aſſembly 173, which is merely a hu- 
man Conſtitution, as is confeſs d by themſelves. 
And indeed it has been always obſerved, that 
Church-authority has never been ſo keenly inter- 

ſed, as for the Obſervance of theſe Rites and 
ratutes which have had no' Foundation in the 
Word of God, And therefore, becauſe Mr. Er- 
ine teſtified __— againſt the Act 1732, which 
had nothing but bare Church-authority to ſup- 
port it, he muſt be condemned for indecent Ex- 
reſſions, impugning ſeveral Acts of Aſſembly, and 
roceedings of Church-judicatories ; altho? it was 
evident from theWhole of the Reaſoning in Synod 
upon this Matter,that his . had no further 
Indecency in them, than as they intended to impugn 
the foreſaid Act 1732, and the Proceedings of the 
icatories founded thereupon. However, becauſe 


the Narrative would perſwade the World, that 
the Foundation of the Sentence of Rebuke, paſt 


by the Synod and General Aſſembly, was not Mr. 


Erskine's impugning the Authority of the Act 


1532, but the indecent Manner in which it was 
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pear to the contrary, from the very Words of the 
Love Act and Sentence itſelf, we ſhall take the 
Liberty once for all to obſerve upon this Head, 
That, if there be any Thing faulty in Words, it 
is in the Application and Connection of them: 
For the ſame Words may be either decent or inde- 
cent, as they are applied to Perſons and Things, 
and Expreſſions vary according to the Intention 
of the Speaker; and therefore it is reaſonable to 
allow the Speaker to purge his Guilt by declaring 
his Intention, which Mr. Erskine accordingly 
did in his Anſwer to the Remarks, containing 
the quarrelled Expreſſions, wherein he ſtated the 
ſaid Expreſſions in their Connection with the 
other Parts of his Diſcourſe: But his Anſwers 
were intirely overlookt by the Synod, and con- 
demned in Bulk by the Aſſembly upon one 


ſingle Hearing, without enquiring into the Rele- 


vancy of any one of them to infer Cenſure. 
Now, as theſe Propoſitions which the Commit. 
tee have omitted in their Narrative are intirely 
unexceptionable, ſo there would not have been 
any Thing found either indecent or worthy of 
Cenſure in theſe which they have cull'd out, if” 
they had not-been at great Pains to gloſs them in 
to it, that they might the more ęaſily ſupport 
the Charge, not only of oblique Scandal, which 
they fix upon them, but alſo of Scandal in moſt 
75 tive, plain and expreſs Words emitted by 
im 


„Narrative, p. 9. which yet is a very lame 


Charge, unleſs the ſcandalous Application be 
proven. 
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We ſhall therefore proceed to enquire, If there 


be ſuch Indecency in the Expreſſions which the 
Reverend Committee think fit to mention, as 


will infer either an oblique, or a poſitive, you 


ye * 
* 


_ , pers) made. by one or two of the keen Mana- 
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2 4 Scandal, deſerving Cenſures of the 
—_— 
The firft Propoſition which they mention is, 
Thar Mr. Erskine did nor ſcruple to compare 
the Mini ſters of the Church of Scotland ta thats 
vile and acgenerate Setr of Men, the Prieſts and 
Teachers of the Jewilh Church, who crucified 
our 'bleffed Saviour. Nar. p. 2. And, after 
the Narraters have made ſome warm Reflecti- 
ons upon the above Propoſition, they add, That 
mohen the Synod put it to bim to declare bim- 
felf with reſpect 10 this Particular, be decli- 
md to anſwer, p. 3. And yet, a little above, 
they.own he denied the Charge. But the Rea- 
ſon they give is, That Mr. Erskine ſaid, He 
knows that there is a Body of faithful Mizi- 
fters in this Church, with whom he does not 
reckon bimſelf uorthy to be compared. But 
think fit to ſet their Thumb upon the firſt 
and principal Reaſon that ws given by Mr. Er- 
skine for denying the foreſaid Charge, and it is 
as follows; This Charge is not, nor cannot be, 
proven by any Paſſages in Diſcourſe ; True 
State, © "Bag As the Fury, A 7 

Mr.  Erkine's Expreſſions, ſo it is none of the 
Expreſſions condemned as cenſurable by the Sy- 
oo or General Aſſembly ; it is only an Inference 
(but dreſs d up in a worſe Shape by the Narra- 


gers againſt Mr. Erskine, who hid ſome Re- 


marks upon his Sermon before a Committee of 
tbe Swod, and the Committee agreed to tranſ- 
mit them to the Synod, without giving 2 


Judgment upon them, Tr 
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mark is none of. 


ue State, p. 14. 
when the Remarks were laid before che nec 
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the Synod diſtinguiſhed between the Expreſſions 
alledged to be Mr. Erskine's, and the Remarks 
upon them ; and, they found the Expreflions gi- 
ven in by the Committee to have been emitted by 
Mr. Erskine, but never adopted the Inferences or 
Remarks. And, ſince the Synod have never ſu- 
ſtained the Juſtice of them, it can never be alleda 
ged that ever they came under the Cognizance of 
the Aſſembly ; and therefore the Narrative-Wri- 
ters ſhould have been better acquainted with the 
Proceſs, before they had told the World in their 
Title-Page, That the Proceedings of the Judicato- 
ries, Sc. are fairly ſtated. And from the Obſer- 
vation that we have jult now made, That the 
Remarks upon Mr. Erskine's Sermon were never 
adopted by the Synod or their Committee, the 
Narrative-Writers may ſee, that the Pleadings 
they mention of the honourable Sir Peter King at 
the Trial of Doctor Sacheverel, p. 9. are to no 
des in the preſent Caſe. 5 

he ſecond Particular the Narrative mentions 
, That, As to the Manner of calling of Mi- 
viſters, Mr. Erskine aſſerted, That theſe who 
have their Call from Heritors, or any other Sett 
of Men (meaning Elders) only, aud not from 
the whole Church, were Thieves and Robbers, 
and had not God's Call.” Theſe Expreſſions are 
not laid by the Narrative in the expreſs Terms 
in which they are charged again Mr. Er- 
ikine by the Synod ; neither are his Anſwers 
noticed, in which he refers to his Sermon, and 
never owned the above Charge as laid by the Sy- 
nod. The Words of his Sermon, at which the 
above Charge ſeems to point, are as follow; Let 


us ſes ourſelves to ſtop theſe Paſſages into; rhe 
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Houſe of God, by which Thieves and Robbeys 
moſt ordinarily enter, that the Houſe of God be 
not turned into a Den of Thieves. The Narra- 
tive · Writers think apt ry to argue from 
the Scope and Deſign of Mr. Erskine's Sermon: 
If they will allow us for once to do ſo, *tis. evi- 
dent to any that reads it, that the Deſign of the 
" condemn'd Paſlages in his Sermon was, to ſhow 
the Sinfulneſs and Unwarrantableneſs of ſettling 
- Miniſters over reclaiming and diſsenting Congre- 
gations in conſequence of the Act 1732, or other- 
- wiſe. And, whatever the Narrazrive-W ters 
may think, we carmor but judge, for the many 
' Reaſons already publiſhed unto the World, that 
ſuch as are ſettled over reclaiming and difſetiting 
_ "Congregations, are violent Intruders into the 
Vineyard of the Lord: And, if the Words 
ſeem harſh, that violent Settlements are the Paſ- 
ſages by which Thieves and Robbers moſs or di- 
 narily enter the Houſe of God; yet they have 
ſome Countenance from the Word of Him whole 
Words are all pure, John x. 1. He that entreth 
nos by the Door into the Sheep-fold, but climbeth 
" ſome other Way, the ſame is a Thief aud 
' Robber. BEI | 2 
After ſome Sallies of Paſſion on the above Pro- 
poſition, and a Sneer on the Scripture-expreſſion 
of ſounding the Trumpet in Zion, the Norrs 
tive-Wrerers inform us That the above Exprel- 
fions, alledged to be Mr. £r5kine's, are the more 
criminal in him, Becauſe the holy Scriptures 
ec ſeem not to determine who ſhall be the Electors 
of Miniſters ; and that he himſelf and his Ad- 
'*© herents have not to this Day come to any 


< Agreement about it; That the Manner of 


Election has been very different in different 
a ST” = ce Places 


8 


„ 
te places and Times of the Church ; That po- 


« pular Elections of Miniſters. do not obtain in 


ee the Proteſtant Churches abroad; That great, 
* good, and learned Men have differed in the ir 
« judgment about this Point, and yet ſtill exer- 
© cifed mutual Forbearance; That our own 
Church bas changed her Practice frequently 
e in this Matter, the Second Book of Diſcipline 
* placing it in the Presbytery, . the Aſſembly” 
* Anno 1649 putting it in the Hands of the Kirk- 
© {effion, and our worthy Forefathers in the Mini- 
ce {try at the Revolution. having an active Hand in 
e framing, and afterwards cheerfully ſubmitting to 
© the Act of Parliament Anuo 1690, which or- 
* dains, That the Heritors (being Proteſtants) 
« and Elaers namè and propeſe the Perſon to 
« the whole Congregation, to be approven, or 
e Ziſapproven by them.” Theſe Propoſitions 
are nothing elle but a Compend of the Modeſt 
and Humble Enguiry into the Method of ſettling 
Pariſhes: And indeed, the Whole of this Nar- 
rative ſeems to ſmell rank of the bitter Spirit of 
that Author, whoſe Performances have been ful» 
ly anſwered and expoſed by ſeveral. judicious 
Hands. However, becauſe an Abſtract of his 
Works is here adopted by the Reverend Commit- 
tee, writing by Authority from the Commiſſion 
of the General Aſſembly; we judge it our Duty 


to vindicate the Principles of the Church of - 
Scotland, by a ſhort Reply to each of the above 


Propoſitions. 

As to the Firſt of them, We are heartily ſor- 
ry that a Committee of the Commiſſion ſhould 
aver, “That the Holy Scriptures ſeem not to de- 
© termine who ſhall be the Electors of Mini- 
e ſters. This, we doubt not to affirm, is more 

d C3 cri- 
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criminal than any Thing that has been done by 
the proteſting Brethren; in Regard it is as much 
as if the Narrative-Writers had ſaid, That the 
only wiſe God our Saviour, the Head and King 
of the Church, who was faithful in all his ow; 
Houſe as a, has laid down no Rule in his 
Word to direct his Church in the Election « 
their Paſtors ; or that he has left his Heritage and 
Flock to have their Paſtors and Overſeers impoſed 
upon them by the Election and Choice of dil. 
affected Heritors, or by a Preſentation from a Pa. 
tron, or according to the Will and Pleaſure of a 
corrupt and felf-deſigning Clergy, as they ſhall 
think fit to enact when met in a General Aſſem- 
bly, or as their Commiſſion ſhall think fit to or- 
der and direct. If ſuch a Principle as this, which 
reflects ſo much upon the Honour of the Head 
of the Church, and is fo injurious to his Mem- 
bers, being vented under the Wings of a Com- 
miſſion of the General Aſſembly, is not expreſly 
1 condemned by the Supreme Judicatory, we mull 
* look upon it as adopted by them, in Oppoſition 
7 to the received and known Principles of this 
Church in former Times. 

As to their Second Propoſition, © That Mr. 
5e Prikine and his Adherents have not to this 
. Dey come to any Agreement about it, who 
r ſhall be the Electors of Miniſters.” As this 
VI affirmed without Proof; fo the proteſting Mi- 

**niſters are fully agreed, that, to impoſe Miniſters 
upon diſſenting and reclaiming. Congregations 
4 Willing to chooſe, or conſenting to have faithful 
if _ "Paſtors ſet over them, is contrary unto the Word 
| of God, to ſound Reaſon, to the laudable Acts 
1 and Conſtitutions of this Church, and a grievous 
ee agd Hetkage of Goo 
n . n 


-— 


=” -&. - + = A. & 


— 6) wy my 


9. 


2 == 


= AE +- of tk - 


9 | 
04 a) . 

And this is the chief Point in Controverſy be; 

hl twixt the preſent Managers and us. | 

hell As to their Third Aſſertion, we agree with 

2M chem, That the Manner of Election has been 

ll © very different in different Places and Times of 

ul © the Church; “ juſt as Popery, Prelacy, or Pres- 

of bytery did prevail. ART | Wh 

id Their Fourth Poſition is, That Popular E- 

JM © lections of Miniſters do not obtain in the Pro- 

[i © teſtant Churches abroad.” To which we 

2. anſwer, That, whatever has been the late Pra- 
Rice of ſome Proteſtant Churches abroad, over- 

run with Prelacy or Eraſtianiſm ; yet the Reve- 

rend Committee will oblige us, if they will ſhew 

us, from any of the Conſeſſions or received Stan- 
dards of Doctrine and Diſcipline of any of the 
reformed Churches abroad, that they allow Mi- 
niſters to be ſettled in Oppoſition to the decla- 
red Mind of Chriſtian Congregations; yea, we 

are ready, when required, to produce their unani- 
mous Conſent with the Church of Sootland to 

the contrary. 

In Anſwer to their Fifth Propoſition, we af- 
firm, That, however other great and learned 
Men might have differed in their Judgments a- 
bout the Manner of Calling of Miniſters, yet Pre- 
byterians have generally been at one in this Mats" + 
ter; and we put them to it, to ſhow us any Di- 
vine of the Presbyterian Denomination in this 
Church, that ever affirmed, that Miniſters may 
be warrantably ſettled over diſſenting and reclai- 
ming Congregations, willing to chooſe a Goſpel, 
Miniſter, till now that the Author of the Mogeſf 
and Humble Enquiry has appeared on the Stage: 
Nor can they produce a Presbyterian Divine a- 
mong all the Churches abroad, that has wrote in 
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Difenceof. their Scheme, delivering up the Settle: 
ment of Con tions into the'Hands of Heri. 
tors 4s ſuch, and even of theſe who are entirely 
difaftected to their own Conſtitution. 
As to their /aft Aſſertion, Altho*: they alledge, 
That the Church of Scotland has frequently than. 
ged her Practice in this Matter of the Calling of 
Miniſters; yet we affirm, and are able to make 
it, good, That the Church of Svorland has never 
zin any Rule that ſhe has laid down about the 
Settlement of Miniſters (before the Act 1932) 
given the leaſt Countenance to the Practice of 
impoſing Miniſters upon a diſſenting and reclai- 
2 People, making a profeſſed Subjection to 
Goſpel-·Ordinances, and declaring themſelves wil- 
ling ito chooſe a Goſpel-Miniſter ;- yea, that, in 
all the Church Rules formerly laid down about 
the Settlement of Miniſters, the Call and Conſent 
of the / Congregations concerned, has been ex- 
preſly required. We ſhall conſine ourſelves to 
the two Inſtances of Church-Rules that the 
Narrative condeſcends upon, and both of them 
plainly require rhe forefaid Call and Conſent, Ec. 
akho the Reverend Committee have thought 
fit to repreſent the Matter otherwiſe. Firſt, 
they fay, That the Second Book" ff Diſcipline 
ced the Right of Election in the Presbytery. 
| But, granting it were ſo, which {till we have good 
Reaſon to deny, the Congregation had a Negative 
upon the Presbytery, fo as that they could not 
fix a Miniſter upon them without their Conſent ; 
as is evident from the following 1 3 

4. The ordinary and outward Calling hat 
_ ©. two Parts, Election and Ordination: Election 
de is the Choofing out of a Perſon or Perſons, moſt 
e ak a Tandon be. 
2 2 0} 
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te of the Eee i. e. the Presbytery) and 
J Conſent of the Congregation to which the Per- 
« ſon or Perſons ſhall be appointed. And, 5 5. In 
„ the Order of Election is to be eſchewed that 
g any Perſon be iutruded into any Office of the 
© Kirk, contrary to the Will of the Congregati- 
6 on to which they are appointed, or without 
che Voice of the Elderſhip.“ From which 
N Paſſages it plainly appears, that the Second Boe 
J Diſcipline has ſuch a ſacred Regard to the 
Conſent of the Pariſn, that it by no Means allows 
the Presbytery to impoſe a Miniſter upon a diſs 
cM {nting and reclaiming People, as is the Practice 
of our Managers at this Day, It is with as little 
Ground that the Reverend Committee inſinuate, 
That, the Aſſembly 1649 has put the Power of 
Election into the Hands of the Kirk-ſefſion,. ex- 
cluſive of the Conſent of the People, For, althe*- 
that Act did place the poſitive Election in the 
Hands of the Kirk-ſeſſion, yet it was with an ex- 
preſs Reſervation of the Conſent of the Congre- 
gation, as will appear to any that will read the 
Act itſelf. | | | 
The AG of Parliament 1690 is alledged as 
mother Evidence that the Church of Scorland-.. 
has changed her Practice in this Matter. Tho it 
cannot be pretended that the ſoreſaid Act was a i 
Rule laid down by the Church, yet, fince the 


Narrative-Writers apprehend: they have fo great 
r Advantage on their Che of the Queſtion from the 
t Loubmiſſion that they alledge was given unto it, we” 
© Wilall only obſerve, (r.) That as it does not deter- 
Inne the Right of Election to be in the Perſons”! 
1 of Heritors or Elders, ſo it reſerves to the 
n beople their Conſent: For. it ordains, that the 
& I *<ricors and Elders name and propgſe the Peron 
13 | | to 
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to the whole Congregation, to be approven or 
dilapproven by them. And therefore, (.) Altho I. 
the Narrative bears, That Mr. Erskine and theſe 
faithful Miniſters he ſpeaks of (as they are pleaſed 
to expreſs themſelves by way of Ridicule) have 
uo other Call than after the Manner of the Ad 
of Parliament 1690 ; that is, altho* they have 
been named and propoſed to the reſpective Con- 
gregations, and — been approven by them; 
Vet even from this it is evident, that they have 
been ſettled with the Call and Conſent of their 
reſpective Congregations: And therefore there is 
no Ground for the Reflection that the Narrative. 
Mriters have made. Upon the Whole, it is evi- 
dent, that the Church of Scotland has never 
changed her Practice in the Matter of ſettling 
Miniſters, which fince the Reformation has al- 
ways been with Conſent of Congregations con- 
cerned, till a few Years before the paſſing of the 
Act of Aſſembly 1732, which has effectually 
robb'd them of that valuable Privilege: And there- 
fore Mr, Erskine would not have been guilty of 
ſuch a great Crime as is alledged, altho* he had 
ſaid, That they who have a Call from Patron, 
Heritors, or any other Sett of Men, without the 
Conſent and againſt the declared Minds of Chri- 
ſtian Congregations, © have not God's Call, i. e. 
the Call preſcribed in his Word ; for it is no more 
upon the Matter than what this Church has al- 
ways aſſerted, as appears from what is above ad- 
vancec. 5 * 

The third indecent Expreſſion the Narrative 
mentions is, That Mr. Erskine charged our 
vc pious Anceſtors with a ſinful Silence, in not 
ce piving Teſtimony at the Revolution by an ex- 
<« -prels Act againſt the Encroachments made u- 
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1 * = Chrilt's Kingly Offite in the ding 
18 eigns.” Narrative, Page 4th. His Wordsz 
10” they m_ his condemn'd Anſwers,” are as fol. 
„low; ** 1 do not remember of any particular Act 
1 bi of Aſſembly ſince the Revolution, whereby 
„che Rights of the Crown of Chriſt. and his 
"© ſupreme Headſhip in the Church is aflerted; in 
J Oppolition to the Encroachments that were 
* made upon it in the late Times of Perſecution 
“and Tyranny,” True State, Page 23d: We 
„re forry he had ſo much Ground to lay ſo ; Was 
not Chriſt facrilegiouſly robb'd of his Headſhip 
by Parliamentary Acts and Deeds in the late pers 
„ Mfcuting Reigns 7 Did not all Ranks of Perſons; 
in the Oath of Supremacy, and in the abominable. 
; Teft, renounce the Headſhip and Sovereignty of 
" MChriſt over his own Houſe ? Is there any Act of 
Aſſembly condemning theſe Abominations? Wert 
„bey ever particularly named among the Grounds 
) Wand Cauſes of our National Faſts? Does the ge- 
„ Nreral and ambiguous Expreſſion in the Act of 
” MAſſembly 1690 expreſly condemn theſe facriles 
zious Uſurpations upon the Royal Prerogatives of 
Zion's King? The Land is therefore ſtill groning 
under the Load and Weight of that hainous Guiltz 
ind, till our Narrative-Writers ſhall ſhew us & 
lain expreſs Teſtimony againſt the abov 
ncroachments made ypon; the Kingly Office 
Chriſt; it muſt remain evident unto us, that 
was no Ground for finding Mr. Erskine cenſu- 
able; becauſe in his Sermon he faid, He did 
temember of any particular Act aſſerting ths 
Rights of the Crown of Chriſt; and his ſupreme 
Headſhip in the Church, in Oppoſition ume 
the Eneroachments that were upon it in 
be late r 


— 


* 


= . 
We proceed now to the laſt Thing the Nar- 
rative takes out of the Synod's Charge; and it 
is a Paſſage of the Sermon that ng Pn the 
Narraters into a more than ordinary Rage and 
| Paffion; But, as We promiſed in the Entry, 
we ſhall not rake into ſuch Dunghils. ThePaflage, 
as it ſtands in the Narrative, p. 6. is, * That. 4 
E: Cry had gone up to Heaven, in the Words of M; 
the Spoule, That he Watchmen who went 4. Wl | 
« bout the City bad found her, ana fmote her, 5 
* and taten ber Vail from ber ; and that this; 
Cry had come before the General Aſſembly MW; 
& 732: But that, inſtead of redreffing this and M;; 
other Grievances, they increaſed them, by. 
< lodging the Power of Election in Heritors . 
* and Elders, whereby Chriſt was deeply woun- 
ee ded in his Members.” Here we obſerve, 
That the Synod's Charge againſt Mr. Erskine is 
not ſairly repreſented : The Words in the Sy- 
nod's Charge are, They #ncreaſed them (vis. 
the Grievances) by lodging the Power of Electi- 
ow im Heritors ana Elders, excluding the People 
rue State, #. 19. Theſe are the Expreſ- 
fiors charged againſt Mr. Erskine by the Synod 
and found cenſurable by the General Aflembly 
but that Clauſe, Ercluding the People, is un 
fairly, but very indultrioufly omitted by the Nar 
#nttve-Writers, that the Charge may be repre 
E&nted:with the greater Diſadvantage to Mr. Zr 
ine. As the Exprefſions run in the Synod" 
Charge, we own he had too much Ground fot pre 
them Is it not Matter of Fact, That the Cry ol; 
Violence done to the Heritage of God came be 


fre the Bar of the Aſſembly 173, both by a a 
Preſentation and Petition above forty Min 
fers and ſome Haare, and by a R reſemnark 
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Ichriſt's Warrant for ; and this is the Sum total 


br. EE 

and. Petition from Con 1600 Well. affected Pran 
from different Corners of this Church and yet, 
inſlead of redreſſing the Grievances: complained 
of, they got * ke wreathed harder and _ 
about their Neck, by ag Eceleſiaſtical Act 
Conſtitution, delivering up the Settlement of 
our Congrefations into the Hands of Herizors, 
and even into the Hands of ſuch as are open! 
diſaffected to our valuable Civil Liberties, as * 
25 our Pre: * Church- Government and Di 
ciphne, The Narrative adds, Lea, fo darin 
40 2 817 that he was not afraid to ſay, That if 
Chriſt were perſonally preſent, as the aid Mr. 
* Erskine was by the Appointment of the dy- 
nod in his Stead, he would ſay, with reſpect to 
* the General Aſſembly 1732, (with reſpect to 
* that Act, True State, p. 25.) In as far 46 
« ye have dane it unto one of theſe little Ones, 
% you did it unto me. ls it the Solemnity of 
the Expreſſion that is here quarrelled ? Mr. Er- 
Nine as a Miniſter of the Goſpel was ſtanding 
in Chriſt's Stead, and Miniſters ought to deliver 
nothing but what they are perſwaded they have 


* 
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of what the Narrative makes ſo much Noiſe 
bout, That Mr. Erskine affirmed he had his 
Maſter's Warrant for what he ſaid. We ſincerely 
wiſh our Managers would ſeriouſly conſider the 
Matter; and, if they can bear it without making a 
ſeſt of it, we are not afraid to tell them, That 
the Prayers, Grones and Complaints of the op- 


preſſed Heritage of God from all the Corners of 


Scorland are gone up into the Ears of Him wha 
bath (aid, I wii ariſe for the Opprſon of the 


Poor, and for the Sighing of the Needy : And, 


e 


kt chem make of it what they will, we are afly* * 


* 


by 


. . 28 ; | 
red from his Word, that any Violence or Wrong 
done to his Members, he takes it as done to him- 
If ;-and that, when this is done by thoſe that 

bear the Character of Spiritual Warchmen,it is the 
more hainous, in regard they are obliged by their 
Office to ſtrengthen ' and ſupport, tq protect and 
defend to the utmoſt of their Power the. Sheep 
and Flock of Chrift, againſt any Injuries that may 
be done the. 1 | 
We ſhall not trouble the Reader with noticing 
the many other Invectives upon the above Paſſage 
of the Sermon: Only, ſince the Reverend Com- 
mittes put the following Queſtion, vis. 1s tiber 
not here a4 fierce Attack on the Honour and Au- 


thority of this Church, and a Repreſentation of 


the Adminiſtration as Tyrannical?”” We make 
the following Obſerve upon this pungent Que- 
ry: That it 1s plain, that ſpeaking againſt the 
Act of AN 17932 was the main Ground of 
all this Quarrel, bod all the other Expreſſions 
were only drawn in as Auxiliaries to ſupport them 
in this: And therefore their Reſentment upon 
| this Score will be the lefs furpriſing, when it is 
gonſidered, that when they could not found their 
Act upon, nor ſupport it by Scripture nor Reaſon, 
they thought themſelves under a Neceſſity to 
make mere Authority ſupply theſe notable De- 
fects. . But, is not Church-authority groſly 
abuſed, when it is ftretched beyond the Line of 
the Word? Is not the Adminiſtration tyrannical, 
when the Flock and Heritage of God are-thereby 
broken, ſcattered and opprefled ? And, is not this 

ne, when Miniſters are intruded upon Chriſtian 
ongregations; contrary to the Word of God 


and our known 2 in Conſequence oſ the 
N 
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z We have now gore through the ſeveral Parti: 
- culars alledged by the Narrativeto juſtity the A 
tand Sentence of the Aſſembly approving the Pro- 


e ceedings of the Synod of Perth and Stirling 
rl againſt Mr, Erskine, and appointing him to be 
a8 rebuked at the Aſſembly's Bar; and we are per- 


pl ſwaded, that, if Prejudice and Paſſion are laid a- 
yl fide, it will be found that there way noching faid 
by him that deſerves ſuch a Cenſure: But, before 
ol we paſs this Head, we ſhall conſider what is ad- 
6M yanced by the Narrative concerning the Ceniure 
„ inflicted upon him; they proclaim the Mildneſs 
if of the Synod and Aſſembly in paſſing no higner 
. Cenſure than a ſimple Rebuke and Admonicion, 
fl Page 7. This they reckon the /oweſt Cenſure 
known in our Church, p. 11. They call it a 
ſlight Cenſure, p. $0. And they affirm, If Mr. 
Exskine had been ſilent at the Rebuke, he could 
not have thereby contracted any Manner of Guilt, 
or drawn Sin upon himſelf, p. 22. But a Cen- 
ſure of Rebuke and Admonition by a Judicatory 
of the Church, is a folemn, grave and weighty 
Cenſure ; it is not to be diſpenſed without Necels' 
ity, and only upon the moſt evident Grounds 
and Reaſons, eſpecially when it reſpects Matters 
of Doctrine delivered by a Miniſter: And When 
e- Ya Rebuke is given for declaring what One is per- 
ly Ewaded is the Mind of God, to receive this Re- 
of Wbuke and Admonition with Silence is an Acknow- 
al, Medgment of the Fuſtice of it, and it is upen the 
by Matter an Engagement not to utter theſe Truths 
ais Mizain ; and this cannot be done without Sin, eſpe- 
an Wally when the Silence injoined , refpedts Fe 
dd public Cauſe of God and his Church: Theres . 
36 ore, when Mr. Erskine was rebuked for teltify- 
Þ: plainly againlt the prefer Current of Deſection 


0 in 


* 


* 
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in the violent a ary. 1b, lo contrary 
to the Word La and the  tegeived Principles 
of che Church of Scotland, if he had received 
this. Rebuke with Silence, he had betrayed the 
Teſtimony he gave, and would have given up 
With his juſt Right and Privilege of teſtiſying 
Pee: the Act of Aſſembly 1932,.or the like 


30 
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efeions of this Church. To conclude thig 
„ the Act and Sentence of Aſſembly a- 
gainſt Mr. Ersk/ze approves the Proceedings of 
E Synod of Perth and Stirling, finding him 
cenſurable, and appointing, bim to be —_— 
for ſeveral indecent Expreſſions utteted in his 
Sermon, tending to diſquiet the Peace of this 
Church, and impmgning ſ@eral Acts of Afſem- 
” an Proceedings, of the Churcb-judicatories; 
that is, they approve: the Proceedings of the Sy» 
nad, finding Mr. Erskine cenſurable for teltifyi 
ſreely in his Synodical Sermon againſt the A 
2, and the preſent unwarrantable and ſinful 
raceedings of chis Church in the. violent Settle- 
ment of Miniſters; and therefore, in order to 
terminate the Procels, the Aſſembly appointed 
him to be rebuked at their own Bar. The Tra- 
_ reſting. Brethren did juſtly look upon this Sen- 
tence to be an Inhibition laid upon Miniſters from 
tellifying from the Pulpit againſt ſuch groſs Cor- 
ruptions, and to be a Directory laid down to all 
the inferior Judicatories of this Church, how to 
| proces againſt any Miniſters who might upon 


ame proper Occaſions teltify againſt theAG 1732 

or the like Deſections; And this Reſtriction upon 
- their Miniltry appeared to them to be the more 
dangerous, when thy conſidered how impetuous 
the Current of Deſection runs at preſent, and 


hay ſuch violent Setulemenus are Fairied op with 


i 
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et LL 
#bigh Hard; and in a Manner tnprecedetited in 
the Church Scotland, whereby a wide Door is, 
opened for"Winging in 4 corrupt and lax Miniſtry, 
— * Therefore Mr. Erskine could not receive 
the Aﬀembly's Rebuke with Silence, but kater de | 
his Duty to proteſt againſt the forefaid-Cenfure of 
Rebuke and AUmomition, ** As importing that 
© he had in his Doctrime, at the Opening of th 
4 Synod of Perth, departed from the Word of 
« God and the forefaid Standards; and that ha 
„ ſhould be at Liberty to preach the ſame Truths 
« of God, and to teſtify againſt the fame or like 
© Defections of this Church, upon all proper 
« Occaſions: Adhering thereby unto the Teſti- 
„ monies he had formerly emitted againft the 
32 hos rfl wa Protelt — a- 
« painſt it in Aſlembly, or yet in his Sy- 
e eee 
The other three Brethren durſt not be ſilent 
Witneffes to the above finful Embargo laid upon 
Miniſters, and therefore judged themſelves oblige 
by their Ordination ' Vows and Engagements, 
ind for their own juſt Exoneration before the 
preſent, and to tranſmit a Teſtimony to fucceeding 
Generations, to ſign an Adherence to the above 
© Proteſtation and Declaration, containing a Te- 
f © ſtimony againſt the Act of Aſſembly 1932, and 
8 aa their Privilege and Doty to teſtify. 
0 YI publick — againſt the fame or the Iike NefeCtions - 
Pr 
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* upon oper Occaſions?” The General. 
2 Aſſembly was ſo much oftended at the ſaid Prote- 
" fation, and Adherence unto it, that they appom- 


us Ded the four Brethren © to compear before their 
id . Commiſſion in Avgnf thereafter, and to ſhow,, 
ar e for" thi ee an Be, 


1 

*& behaviour in offering to proceſs and in giving 
ce in to the Aſſembly che Paper ſubſcrihed by them, 
& and that they then retract the ſame. And in 
tc caſe they do not compeat before the Commil. 
« ſion in Auguſt, and then ſhow their Sorrow, 
* and retract as ſaid is, the Commiſſion is impowe- 
& red and appointed to ſuſpend the ſaid Brethren, 
«or ſuch of them as ſhall not obey, from the 
c Exerciſe of their« Miniſtry. And in caſe the 
ce ſaid Brethren ſhall be ſuſpended by the Commil- 
cc ſion, and that they ſhall act contrary to the 
cc ſaid Sentence of Suſpenſion, the Commiſſion is 
«© impowered and appointed, at their Meeting in 
&« November, or oY HEE Meeting, to pro- 
ce ceed to a higher Cenſure againſt the ſaid four 
ce Brerhren,'or ſuch of them as ſhall continue to 
& oftend, by tranſgreſſing r 
Before we conſider the Arguments and Reaſo- 
nings of the Reverend Committee of the Commiſ- 
ſion for the Juſtice of the above ſevere Sentences 
ſt againſt, the four proteſting Brethren, as alſo 
25 their Submiſſion to the ſame, we ſhall enquire 
into the Account that is given by the Narrative 
of the Conduct of Mr. Erskine and the other 
three Brethren, till theypaTſing of the above den- 
tence againft them: Tho there is ſcarce any Matter 
of Fact, but what is artfully diſguiſed or miſrepre- 
ſented by the Narraters ; yet we ſhall not weary 
he Reader with noticing every Incident, and we 
ope we ſhall not paſs by any Thing that deſerves 

Conſideration. , _ Wat pf 
The Narrative, p. J, and 8. informs us, That 
tc the Synod that met at Stirling, April thereaſter, 
© were at all imaginable Pains to gain Mr. Erskine; 


© and that th inted feveral Committees to 
ef ont they appoin era 


him, to bring him to his . 


g 
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Bbt, from what is above obſerved, the Reader may 


5 

» | underſfand what the Synod demanded of him, 
1 8 242. To ſubmit to a.Rebuke and Admonition, for: 
- Nl eeftifying in his Sermon againſt a ſinful Act of Aſ- 
ſembly, and the unwarrantable Proceedings of the 
Judicatories of this Church in the Settlement of 
„Miniſters: And therefore the Reader may ſee why 
be could not ſubmit to their Cenſure, but was laid 
© under a Neceſſity tq bring his Caſe, by an Appeal 
from the Synod, before the General Aſſembly, 
As to Mr. Er5kine's Conduct when the Affair 
s came before the General Aſſembly, the Narrative, 
nF. 13. repeats ſome Stories forged by the Preſa- 
0 I cer to the two Acts of Aſſembly, publiſhed im- 
ur mediately after the Riſing of the laſt Aſſembly, 
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which were fully anſwered in the Preface to the 
True State of the Proceſs, to which we refer the 
0- WW Reader; where he will find a juſt and true Ac- 
ib count of Mr. Erskize's Conduct and Behaviour 
before the Aſſembly; and that it is not Matter of 
Fact which is repeated by the Narrative, That- 
© he ſtood by, and heard his Lawiers, without 
* contradicting, them, depart from the Confeſſion 
t that he had made concerning the Right of the 
* Chriſtian People of a Congregation to chooſes 
© their own Miniſters.” For, tho? it is not Fact 
that the learned. Gentlemen, in their Pleadingsy 
did place the Right of electing Miniſters in the Ju- 
dicatories of the Church, excluſive of the Chris 
ſtian People of a Congregation ; yet Mr. Erskine, 
being interrogate at the Deſire. of a Reverend 
bat Member, declared in open Aſſembly, That he 
tete would not adopt every Thing ſpoken by the 
n Lawiers at the Bar, = 49 


. 


But the Narrs ve falls eavy upd 8 Mr. Nine, 
, for age againſt the e of . Alm: | 
oe Ly 


* 
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bly approving the EE hs, as guilty 


hat is molt irregular and unprecedented ; and 


they alledge, That, by his _— from the in- 
4e ferior Judicatory to the Aſſembly, he was bound 
c to ſubmit to, and acquieſce in, their Deciſion ; 
cc and that his . was a ſubmitting the Cauſe 
& abſolutely to the General Aſſembly, P. 13, 16. 
To this we anſwer, That it ſeems the Reverend 
Committee, who live near the Court of ſuſtice, 
have no Notion of any Kind of Proteſt but for 
Remeid in Law; and know nothing of Proteſta- 
tions by Way of Teſtimony, which are admitted in 
Courts both Civil and Eccleſiaſtick in many Caſes, 
not only againſt a publick Law which is conceived 
to be iniquous, but even againſt a Sentence upon a 
private Perſon, when thatSentence ſeems to affect 
the whole publickSociety,and to lay an evident Re- 
ſtriction upon their Liberty (which was the Caſe 
in Hand.) Andit is no Matter whether the Cauſe 
. come by Way of Appeal to the ſupreme Court, or 
If it be originally intented there ; for in either of 
theſe Caſes a Proteſtation is neceſſary to teſtify in 
open Court, that the Party does not yield his 
nſent to that Deed of the Court. And this is 
the Reaſon which the Narrative gives, 7 5. why 
the Synod thought themſelves obliged to teſtify 
their Diſpleaſure againſt Mr. Erskine, viz, © Leſt 
« their lence ſhould be conſtructed an Appro- 
tc bation of his alledged Guilt.” And therefore 
Mr. Erskine's Conduct was neither ſo irregular, 
nor unprecedented, as is alledged, when he pro- 
teſted for his own Exoneration againſt the Deci- 
ſion of the General Aſſembly. | 
Befides, it is plain, that, when One appeals from 
an inferior to a. fuperior Judicatory, his R is 


a material Declaration, that he Specs p and 
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Redreſs from the ſuperior Judicatory of an In- 
jury that he conceives he has received, And, al- 
tho* we own that in a private and perſonal Cauſe, 
or in any Cauſe whereby Injury may be done to a 
Man in a Matter that only affects himſelf, in this 
Caſe the Deciſion of the ſupreme Judicatory, 
appealed to, muſt be acquieſced in; yet, if it is a 
publick Cauſe, wherein the Truths of God are 
concerned, or that Faithfulneſs and Freedom in 
Doctrine, which the Word of God requires, and 
their Ordination-vows and Engagements do bind 
Miniſters unto ; in this Caſe, we refuſe that the 
Appellant is bound to ſubmit, without a Teſtimo- 
ny againſt it to the Deciſion even of the ſupreme 

udicatory, when it is contrary to the Word of 

od, and the Obligations that Miniſters are un- 
der from their Ordination-vows and Engagements. 
And the Reaſon is plain and obvious, vis. That 
all Authority in the Judicatories of the Church 
is for Edification, and not for Deſtruction; and 
the ſupreme Judicatory ought to ſupport and pro- 
tect Minilters ia the Diſcharge of their Duty, and 
not to diſcourage and bear them down. To make 
this more plain, let us ſuppoſe," That a Synod 
ſhould condemn us for preaching ſome of the 
Truths contained in our Corfe of Faith ': 
When we appeal to the Aſſembly, does our A 
peal oblige us to give up with theſe Truths, if 
Aſſembly ſhould condemn them alſo-? Nay ; we 
appeal to the Aſſembly, expecting Protection and 
Support in aflerting and owning the Truths of 
God contained in our Confeſſion of Faith: But 
if the Aſſembly ſhall condemn thoſe Truths, muſt 
we therefore deſert them ? or, muſt we ſubmit to 
a Sentence obliging us not to declare they from 
the Pulpit > It Atbanaſius had been of t MY 
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of thinking with our Narraters, he had, no 
-doubt, given up the ſupreme Deity of the Son of 
God, when Arianiſm was confirmed by eight ſe- 
veral Councils. It is therefore our Duty to bear 
Teſtimony for condemned Truth, even in the 
Face of an Aſſembly itſelf, unleſs we give up with 
the Proteſtant Principle contained in our Confeſſion 
of Raith, NN Sect. 10. The Supreme 
Judge, by which all Controverſies of Religion 
et are to be determined, and all Decrees of Coun- 
ee cils are to be examined, and in whoſe Sen- 
eic tence we are to reſt, can be no other but the 
holy Spirit ſpeaking in the Scriptures.” 
The above ſuppoſed Inſtance is exactly parallel 
to Mr. Erskine's Caſe. He is condemned by the 
Synod of Perth, for the Freedom and Faithſulneſs 
he uſed in teſtifying againſt the Act 1732, and 
.the' preſent Proceedings of our Church - judicato- 
ies in the violent Settlement of Miniſters; and 
therefore he is obliged to flee to the Aſſembly, to 
ſupport and protect him in the Diſcharge of his 
Duty: But the Aſſembly, inftead of ſupporting 
him, join Iſſue with the Synod in condemning 
im; and their condemnatory Sentence does, upon 
the Matter, ſhit the Mouths of all the Miniſters 
of this Church from declaring againſt the preſent 
dinful and unwarrantable Courſes. Was it not 
therefore Mr. -Erskine's Duty, in this Caſe, to aſ- 
—_— juſt Right and Privilege, as a Minifter of 

e Church, to teſtify againſt the Act 1732, or 
the like Deſections ? This is what is intended by 
His Proteſtation, and the Adherence made unto it, 
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SBecauſe the final Sentence of the Church in this eve 
Matter does, not only affect Mr. Erskine, but al- 
other three Miniſters ; therefore the Committee n f 


8 
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„ How they came to be to deeply concerned 
16 a under the ſame Sentence 2 
c him. FF 
in with Mr. FiÞer, and ſay, „That 
he appealed from the Sentence of the 8 
upon the ſame Grounds with Mr. Erstis; 
% further, becauſe the Synod would not. 4 
T0 s him to judge in the Caſe of bis Father - in- 
1 ic aw. 1 | 1 a 85 $5.4 3d 
x This is not Fact; for he acquieſced in the Sen- 
„ ence of the Synod, refuſing to allow him to judge 
e and vote in that Cauſe; (True Kate, p. 45 and 
it was becauſe the Synod did not allow him the 
privilege of a Member in this Queſtion, that he 
could not regularly join his diſſenting Brethren, 
which he by far rather inclined to have done; 
but was obliged. to relieve his Conſcience (this he- 
ing in his Opinion a publick Cauſe) by an Appeal 
to the General Aſſembly, which was founded a 
lenarly upon this, © That be judged the 3 
© of the Synod, not only prejudicial to Mr. Er- 
e 5kine, but injurious to the Truths of God's 
e Word,” as he endeavoured to evince in the 
Reaſons of his faid Appeal. As to the Realgn 
they give of his intereſting himſelf in this Queſſi 
on, and acting the Part (they ſay) he is known to 
have done in other Matters, vis. His Alliange 
to Mr. Erskine; This is ſuch an uncharitable Ne- 
lection, and fo far beyond their Province, it being 
nothing leſs than jumping into the , Conſcience, 
and judging of the ſecret Springs of Mens Ad 
ons, that it does not deſerve any Notice: * 
ver, altho? he is not to make the Aiithors, ol the 
al- Narrative his Conſeſſors in this Matter ; yet, ths 
tee I ſatisfied in his own Mind, as he hopes he b. 
NR Thee 
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ciple as they alledge, that his Conduct in this andfſ! 
other Matters did flow, but from a View (as far“ 
as he is enabled by Grace) to ſupport and contend 
" for what he apprehends to be the Faith once ae 
© Hivered to the Saints, he reſolves to account it: 
very {mall Thing to be judged of Man's Judg 
The Narrative alſo bears, p. 18. © That it 
& muſt appear. very extraordinary in Mr. Fisher 
ec that he intruded himſelf into this Proceſs, wher 
ce the Committee of Bills pitied him for his impru 
ee qent Conduct, and, in Tenderneſs to him, tool 
C Care not to tranſmit his Appeal: Yet (ſay they 
e he gave his Adherence to Mr. Erskine's Pre 
ce teſtation in the Terms in which it ſtands in th 
cc printed Act of Aſſembly.” To which it is ar 
ſwered, That Mr. Fiſder judged it his Duty, 
4 - a Miniſter of the Church of Sorland, and as 
= Member of the Synod of Perth, to appear in 
f Cauſe wherein his Miniſterial Freedom and Faith 
. © fulneſs were ſo nearly concerned; and as he pledn 
Pity at the Hand of the Committee of Bills, fo 
did not reckon they ſhewed any Tenderneſs t 
him, when they did not tranſmit the Reaſons MF. 
"his Appeal, and thereby deprived him of his ju.“ 
Right and Privilege of being heard in this Cau 
before the General Aſſembly. 
As for Mr. Moncrieff, the Narrative does nf 
6 — that he ated contrary to his Right a 
Privilege as a Member of the Synod in diflentir 
_ * from their Sentence: But ſay the Narraters, T 
to his Diſſent Mr. William Wiifon a Miniſter 
" Perth adhered, p. 11. But they ſhould have fai 
Ten other Minifters with Tuo Elzers adhered 
«the Diſſent ; ſee True State, p. 279. The Narr“ 
tive would have all theſe Brethren nt wi 


ther 
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aal chemſel ves in their Diſſent: For, p. 1. ſay the Nars 
ad, zters, This Diſſent was of a very extraordina» | 


ary; ry Nature, if itis conſidered, that the diſſenting 


of Expreſſion in the ſaid Sermon, But, do they 
F finding him cenſurable for ſome Expreſſions 


© Brethren, in their Fifth Reaſon of Diſſent, ſay, | 
FF That they cannot juſtify Mr. Ers&ine's Modes 


not by this juſtify the Sentence of the Synod for. 


be had emitted therein? The Diſſenters cannot 


* condemn them?“ + 
The Sentiments of the Twelve diſſenting Mini- 


onſiſtent with themſelves in this Proceſs; they 
knew very well that the Reaſonings of the warm 
Managers againſt Mr. Erskine turn'd always upon 
he Act of Aſſembly 1732, and the Proceedings 


W2rrantable for us to, open our Mouths upon any 
Nccafion againſt the foreſaid Act and Proceedings: 


Wrought into a Vote in the Synod, moved, That 


lvered by Mr. Erskine in the ſeveral Propoſi- 
ul ens charged againſt him by the Synod, 


as ſtated, as including the Matter of his Sermon, 
well as the Manner of his expreſſing himſelf; 
[rue State, p. 34. The Twelve diſſentin 
> W's knew very well, that, as the ſame 
ally be expreſſed by Men in a different Manner, 
ording to their different Gifts and Talents, ſo 

was not incumbent u 


— * 
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* from the Sentence of the Synod were very 


the Church-judicatories in the Settlement of Mi- | 
ters; and that they argued, That it was un- 
nd the diſſenting Brethren, before the Affair was 
We Synod ſhould diftinguiſh betwixt the Matter 
the 


anner of his expreſſing himſelf; but this Moti- 
was oppoled, and the Vote, Cenſurable, or not? 


Tuch 


n them to juſtiſy the Man- | 


Ser of Expreſion uſed by any that are not divinely 


W juſtify ; But what is it that the Synod does, but 
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inſpired, and that their chief Concerti'ought to be, 
thut Truth receive no e But, be- 
cauſe their Words are not fairly repreſented in the 
Narrative, let them be heard for themſelves ; And 
their Fiſihb Reaſon of Diſſent is as follows, “We 
cc giſſent from, and proteſt againſt, the Sentence 
ce of the Synod finding Mr. Erskine cenſurable for 
«ſome Expreſſions emitted by him in his Sermon 
«3+ the Opening of the {aid Synod, becauſe we 
cc fy that the. great Thing that ſtuck with the 
ce Synod in this Matter, and determined them to 
ce find Mr. Erskine cenſurable, was, his having 
"ſpoken in his Sermon againſt the Act of Aſſem- 
« 'bly* 1732, anent Planting vacant Congregati- 
c ons: for. tho” we will not pretend to jultify MM. 
i: every particular Mode of Expreſſion uſed by W- 
«© Mr. Erskine on this Head; yet to find him 
u cenſurable for declaring his Mind againſt that 
ce Act upon ſuch an Occaſion,” appears to us 2 
ec Pprecedent of ſo dangerous a Nature and Ten- 4 


7 1 — coo, £27 
That, as the Twelve 1. Miniſters in the 
Synod were conſiſtent with themſelves, fo the 
two proteſting Brethren, againſt the Act and Sen- 
tence of the laſt Afſembiy, had jult Views of the 
Synod's Sentence, and of the Aflembly's Act affir- 
ming the ſame, when they canceived that it daid 
a Reſtraint upon Miniſterial Freedom and Faith- 
fulneſs in teſtifying againſi the Act 1732, and the 
like Deſections of this Church. W 

The Narraters, p. ti. a4 fſinem, fay, ee We 
& are confident that thele Brethren will be ſenſible 
© that there is nothing in the Sentence contrary 
e to the Word of God, or our received Rules of 
et judging; at leaſt, in all the Conferefices that wets 
6. held with them, they never produced any Ar- 
te gument of Weight to prove any ſuch Thing.“ 
The Brethren own, that none of the Arguments 
they advanced have had Weight to ſtop the vio- 
lent Meaſures ; yet, in the Conferences that were 
beld with them, they offered ſuch Arguments as 
they judged were ſufficient for vipdicating theit 
condemn'd Conduct, and which they thought 
might have prevailed with the Managers to have 
u edviſed the Matter fore deliberately before they 

had puſhed Things to the laſt Extremity. The 
 WReaſons that they offered in the ſeveral Conſe- 
tences held with them are contained in their 
= or urge publiſhed ſometime ago ; and the 
World may judge what Weight there is in them 
0 2 that the ſeveral Sentences that have beeti 
paſt againſt the —_ [Brethren are contfary 
Jo the Word of God, and our received Forms asd 

Rules of Judging. The Narrative adds, Theſe 
very Brethren who diſſented (vis. Mr. Mon- 
. crieff and Mr. Wiffor) and other worth Bree: 
thren why eG hem * 
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ce them ſo conſcious of the Synod's Lenity, that they 
cc declared, that, if they had thought that the Sy nod 
ce deſigned no more but to give Mr. Erskine a Re- 
ce huke, they would not have diſſented; Nar. p. 12. 
That this is not Matter of Fact, we can very well 
inſtruct. The Sentence of the Synod rebuking Mr. 
Erskine was paſſed in October 1732; and, at the 
4 Synod that met at Stirling, April 1133, after the 
. diſſenting Brethren had fix Months to adviſe the. 
Matter, they reclaimed againſt cenſuring Mr. Er, 
Skine, for the above-mentioned ,Reaſons amongſt: 
others: And their Reaſons of Diſſent were given 
in to the Synod, ſigned by ſeven of their Num- 
ber; True Stare, p. 53, 58. As for the other five R 
diſſenting Miniſters, we have good Ground to a- 
firm that they would have ſigned the Reaſons of h 
Diſſent, if they had been preſent at that Meeting. 
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of Synod. - 1 
. The Narraters, p. 19. alledge, That Mi 
1 * Wilſon and Moncrieff having diſſented from tha qu 


© Sentence of the Synod of Perth, ſhould have 
according to the Nature and Deſign of a Diſſi g. 
2 ſent, reſted contented with what they had dong x, 
till the ſuperior Judicatory had taken it unde. 
© their Conſideration.” But, is not every DiflenM:; 
in its own Nature a Complaint upon the ſudicaſ g. 
tory from whence it is made, for ſome Injury (iq; Ri 
the Diſſenter's Opinion) done either to a particu oo 
lar Perſon, or the whole Church, or both? AnM... 
this Diſſent being of ſuch an extenſive Natur 
would it not have been a Piece of material Juſti 
in the Aſſembly to have enquired into the Rele 
vancy of the Arguments by which they ſupporte 
ſuch an important Charge? _ | 
- Nay, ſay the Committee, © The Aſſembly : 
* along wav d to meddle with them or thelr D 
—_— 
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© ſent, and was unwillingand averſe to bring them 
je to an Account for it, or to inflict any Cenſure 
od cc upon them becauſe of it.” But, was the Aſſem- 
Re” bly reſolved to inflict a Cenſure upon them for 
12. their Diflent before they heard it? The Reaſons 
el of their Diſſent were never read in open Aſſem- 
* bly, nor the two Brethren ſo much as heard upon 
he them; and yet the Committee here ſay, That 
” « the Aſſembly was unwilling to inflit a Cenſure 
ne upon them becauſe of it.” Hence it is obvious, 
bat, in the Opinion of the Reverend Committee, 
Su ach was the extraordinary Keenneſs of the laſt 
Aſſembly, that they judged the Diſſenters cenſu- 
cable in their own Minds, without hearing the 
Reaſons of their Diſſent, This is ſuch a Reflei. 
on upon the Wiſdom and Conduct of the Aſſem- 
ly, that it is left to others to judge if the Narra- 
ü nve-Mriters have not ſhown as little Regard to 
that Aſſembly, as it is alledged the proteſting Bre- 
thren have done; and indeed this arbitrary Proce- 


Aſſembly, was one of the Reaſons why the two 
Brethren found themſelves obliged to adhere to Mr. 
WEr5kine's Proteſt, which yet, the Committee ſay, - 
was © A Declaration of War againſt the Church, 
* without any Call to it,” As they have good 
Reaſon to refuſe, that a Proteſtation for their juſt 
Right and Privilege to teſtiſy againſt the DefeCti- 
W ons of a prevailing Party in a Church, is a Decla- 

ration of War againſt her, but*rather a Service 
done her ; ſo they had a very clear Call to enter 
ſuch a Proteſtation : For, were they not in cauſa 
by their Diſſent ? And, was the mere Deciſion of 
the Aſſembly a ſufficient Anſwer to all the Reaſons 
thereof, which yet the Aſſembly never conſide- 
red? And therefore, had they not a Call, — Mi- 
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dure, which the Committee charge upon the 
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piſters of Chrift, to' 4 their Miniſterial Free- 
dom at the Bar of the Aſſembly, by adhering to 
a Proteſt to that Purpoſe, when they were not 
permitted to do it any other Way? They were 
not allowed, altho* they demanded it, to exoner 
themſelves upon theſe Heads before Sentence: 
And when they did betake themielves to the only 
remaining Remedy after Sentence, then nothing 


molt ſave them from the ſevereſt Cenſures of the 


Church, but an abſolute Submiſſion, 

- Aﬀter the Narraters have ſpent ſome Pages in 
ſearching into the Spring of the Brethrens Ad- 
herence to Mr. Erskins's Proteſt, they come at 
laſt to find it out, p. 19. ad fin. and it is ſucha 
ſorprizing Thought, that we know not if any 
other could have fallen upon it: © It mult not 
*-now be difficult (ſay they) to find out the 
<& Reaſon that has moved theſe Brethren and Mr. 
* Fiſper to adhere to Mr. Erskine's Proteſtati- 
r on: Can it be any other Thing than to. ſcreen 
« and protect Mr. Erskine from the Juſtice of an 
fo Aſſembly, and to intimidate the ſupreme Court 
i or their Commiſſion to proceed to a higher 


7 Cenſute againlt a fingle Brother? * But we. 


may with as little Difficulty affirm, that any who 

was Witneſs to the Behaviour of the prevailing 
Party in that Aſſembly, and to the Keennels they 

ewed to cenſure ſome Brethren in Dunferm- 
me Presbytery, and to their more than ordinary 
orwafdnels to carry on the violent Settlements of 
ongregations, could ſcarce expect that the Ad- 
erence of three Brethren to Mr. Erskine could be 
able to ſcreen and protect him from the Temper 
and Hymoyr that was aloft in that en Days 
eyery one of the proreſtivg Brethren had the molt 
Se Reaſon to lathe Account ith all the Se 
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yerities they aſferwasds 23 But if the Nays. 
raters will take the Declaration of the 4 enting. 
Brethren, as it lies in their Repreſentation gle. 
ven in to the Commiſſion that met in Aug ut, 
it is as follows; © If this Cauſe had been, 
« Mr. Erskine's perſonal Cauſe, we ſhould have 
ee been ſilent, and never opened our Mouths a- 
e gainſt the Deciſion of the General Aſſembly ;, * 
1 — we Judged it a Cauſe wherein all the Mini» 
© {ters and Members of this Church are very 
© nearly concerned, the Decifion of the General 
* Aſſembly in thisCaſe being as we thought a plain 
f Directory to all the inferior Judicatories of this 
* Church, how. to hęehave if any Miniſter ſhould up- 
© on proper Ocealions lament from the Pulpit the 
© Sintulneſs of that Act of Aſſembly, and of other 
© unwarramable Proceedings of this Church in 
© the Settlement of Miniſters, then and in this 
* Caſe they muſt be brought to the Bar of their 
* reſpective Presbyteries, and there they muſt be 
© rebuked and admoniſhed.? And this Declara- 
tion mult be taken as the true Reaſon that moved 
theſe Brethren to adhere to Mr. Erskine's Proteſt, 
unleſs it can be inſtructed that there is ſomething in 
their Conduct contrary to what they had declared: 
But, as we can affirm that there has been no- 
thing in their Conduct, ſince the firſt Commence» 
ment of this Affair, in the leaſt contrary unto the 
above Declaration; ſo it muſt be an Intruding up. 
on the Prerogative of Him who ſearcherh tb 
Heart, when the Narrative pretends to aſſigu 
ober Reaſon {or this Step that they have 
taken, * | 
The Narrative alledges, 2 20. That the Ma- 
nagement oſ we diſſenting Brethren “ is a Novel» 
ty in our Church, and very different from the: 
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te Conduct of our wiſe Predeceſſors, in the Caſe 
de of Mr. John Davidſon Miniſter at Preſton. 
ce pans, who proteſted againſt the Act of Aſſembly 
ct at Dundee 1597 (they ſhould have ſaid 1598) 
tt approving of Miniſters to be Commiſſioners of 
oe . — in the Name of the Kirk. Before he 
« gave in his Proteſt, it was thought inexpedient that 
cc any ſhould ſubſcribe it but himſelf; however di- 
cc vers well- affected Miniſters, who with him had 
& left that Aſſembly, did join with him in ſubſcri- 
ce bing that Proteſtation when he was landed on 
cc this Side of the Ferry of Dundee; yet, when 
« they came to St. Andrews to Mr. Andrew Mel. 
& v and others, it was concluded they ſhould cut 
cc off the Names, and burn them in the Fire, that 
© ſo they might avoid a Schi/m.” 

It is evident from the Inſtance the Narrative 
zives, that a Proteſtation againſt an Act of Aſſem- 

ly is no Nove/ty in this Church, nor is an. Adhe- 
rence to a Proteſtation taken before an Aſſembly 
| altogether ſo ſingular as the Narraters would here 
repreſent: For, when Mr. Auarem Hunter pro- I the 
teſted againſt the Aſſembly at Edinburgh 1586 for 5 
relaxing Mr. Patrick Adamſon from the Sentence J 
of Excommunication without any Signs of Repen- * 
tance, Mr. Andre Melvill (whom they here men- I ar 
tion as perſwading other Miniſters to withdraw and 
their Adherence) and Mr. Thomas Buchana * 
adhered to his Proteſt ; Perry's Ch. Hiſt. Cent. 16 ff, 

. 452. And as to the above Story, as it is related OE 
- the Narrative, it difters from the Account Mr; _ 
Calderwood our Hiſtorian gives of the Matter t. 
Mr. Calder wood tells us, Mr. Daviaſon's Proteſta the 
tion was ſigned by Three or Fourſcore Miniſters i um 
and that their Names were cut off when Mr. Davio nion 
fon went to St. Andrews ; but makes not the leaſſſr t. 
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Yor the Juſtice of the ſeveral Sentences paſt againſt 
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Toſinuation that the Miniſters who ſigned the Pro. 
teſtation went to St. Andrews, or that they con- 
ſented to the cutting off of their Names, or 
that this was done by Mr. Melvill's Advice, or 
that it was done to avoid a Schiſm. And, ſup- 
ſe it were Matter of Fact as the Narrative repre- 
— it, will it therefore follow, that becauſe the 
Miniſters who ſigned their Adherence to Mr. Da- 
viaſon's Teſtimony did deſert the Cauſe, that we 
ſhould have trode theſe Paths, and _ up with the 
publick Cauſe and Teſtimony that Mr. Erskine 
was engaged in ? 2x þ we judge, that conſidering 
the Juſtice of the Teſtimony Mr. David/on gave, 
and the diſmal Conſequences to this Church of the 
Act he proteſted againſt, if it were true as it is re- 
reſented by the Narrative, it would ſtand in our 
Hiſtory as a Monitory to us, not to tread the Paths 
of theſe Miniſters who cut off their Names from 
that ſeaſonable and neceſſary Proteſtation. 

We have now traced the Narrative till we are 
come to the Sentence of the Aſſembly appointing 
their Commiſſion in Auguſt to ſuſpend us every 
one from the Exerciſe of our Miniſtry, in caſe we 
did not retract our Proteſtation, and declare our 
Sorrow for the ſame; and, if we ſhould act con- 
trary to the Sentence of Suſpenſion, impowering 
and appointing them to proceed to a higher Cen- 
ſure againſt us: Accordingly the Event is, we were 
ſuſpended by the Commiſſion in Auguſt, becauſe 
we could not retract our Proteſtation; and we con- 
tinued ſtill to exerciſe our Miniſtry notwithſtanding 
of the ſaid Sentence of Suſpenſion, and therefore 
the Commiſſion thought fit at their Meeting in No- 
vember laſt to caſt us out from miniſterial Commu- 
nion with them. And, becauſe their Reaſonings 
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vu, and for our aliedged Duty of Submiſſion unto 
them, are all of a Piece, we ſhall conſider them 
together; and then make ſome Reflections on the. 
Account the Narrative gives of the Conduct of, 
the ſeveral Judicator ies towards us, and our Beha. , 
viour towards them during the Dependence of, 
this Affair before the Commiſſion. q 
The Arguments advanced by the Narratiw 
for the Juſtice of the leveral Sentences paſſed a. 
ainſt us, and to prove the [Jnwarrantebleneſs 0 
our Non-ſubmiſſion to them, are tiken from the 
Authority of the Church, and the inevitable Di.. 
orders and Conſuſions that muſt follow if the Su- 
preme Judicatory.isnot obeyed : And, to ſupport Ar 
this Argument, ſome Texts of Scripture are made 
Uſe. of, as alſo.the beſt human Authority is ſaid to 
be produced; and, to preſs the Argument cloſle 
upon us, out Ordination- vous and Engagements 
are brought againit us, and ſome particular lu- 
ſtances of Submiſſion to ſevere Sentences are inter- 


de penly invaded them,“ g. 34. And it is affirm 
ed hy the Nar#aters, © That the Sefcefice .c 

ce the ſu Court of the Church Thould b t 20 
ce ſubmit bed to hy the inferior Judicatofies, much dic 
them; other wiſe and Cala 2 a 8 
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ce ordiriation of Church-judicatories (a main and 


* efſential Part of Presbyterian Government) is 


0 
. ſurrendered and betrayed; And thay Non- 
rl ſubmiſſion to the Sentences of the ſupreme 

© Court is Rebellion; And that thereby © we 
„ conſt ourſelves the ſupreme Judges on 
Earth“ g. 1. It is further alledg d, That 
if the Authority of a General Aſſembly is not 
© maintained, qur General Aſſembly will no more 
© be a Court of Judicature, but a conſultative 
Meeting for Counſel and Advice,” Page 34. 
And it is affirmed, That our Proteſtation tha 


ee entred 2 the Rp in — 
dncerning t ullity of any Sentence of Su | 
5 Dn chat ou be execute againſt us, — | 


Indignity reflecting on the Aſſembly, and a 
* diſowning their Power and Authority to make 
any ſuch Appointment,” P. 26. | 
On the above and like Reaſonings very much 
tres is laid by the . An — 
e very ſurprizing, that among profe r 
= CPurch-autherity, wal cog Limita- 
on, ſhould be ſo much inſiſted upon; and that 
de Doctrine of paſſive Obedience and Nom reſi- 
ce, with reſpect to Eccleſiaſtical Deciſions and 
entences, ſhould be fo much extolled an use 
Ind therefore we ſhall here make the following 
bſervations with reſpect to Church Power and 
m. Ithority, and the Dy of Submiſſion to the Ju- 
N eatories of the Church. "WT : 
J 10, All the Authority that is in anyEccleſiaſtical 
dicatory is a ſubordinate, limited and miniſterial 
wer and Authority; this is a Proteſtant, as well 
a Presbyterian Principle. The Judicatories of 
Church have no GE c * | 
We - 4 
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but only for the Rabea of the Body of Chriſt; 
they tan do nothing againſt the Truth, but for 
the Truth, 2 Cor. xiii. 8. And, as every Church. 
judicatory is limited in all their Sentences and De- 
ciſions by the Word of God as the ſupreme Rule 
and Standard, Ia. viii. 20. ſo any reformedChurch 
that has received and embraced a Sett of Principles 
agreeable to the Word, and laid them down in 2 
Confeſſion of Faith, or in Eccleſiaſtical Ads and 
Conſtitutions, is limited by theſe as the ſubordinate 
Rule and Standard in all their particular Deter- 
minations. Ke 

240, The Determinations and Deciſions of the 

Judicatories of the Church ought to be agreeable 
to the Word of God, and ſhould bear fome Evi- 
dence and Stamp of their Conformity unto this 
Rule ; and any well-conſtitute reform'd Church 
if ſhe is not'overturning her own Conſtitution 
ſhould evidence ber Determinations to be agree 
able to theſe Principles, Acts and Conſtitutions 
which bave been received and embraced as agree 
able unto the Word of God. - 

ztio, What we complain of in the preſent Caſe 
is, That, contrary to the above Proteſtant and 
Presbyterian Principles, we are dealt with by mere 
Church- Authority. The Act of Aſſembly yz: 

| has no Manner of Foundation in the Word o 
So, even in the Judgment of the Narrative 
Writers themſelves ; for, according to them, the 
holy Scriptures do not determine who ſhall be 
the Electors of Miniſters : And when Mr. Erskint 
is brought to the Bar of the Aſſembly, he pled 
That his Doctrine might be tried by the Word o 
God, and the received Standards of this Church 


But;is this done? Nay, a Bundle of PropolitionsF 


ſaid to be emitted by htm, are condemned in Bulk 
TT] ns 7 -_ .. *». Withou 
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without finding any * Relevancy; and he 
is appointed by mere Authority to be rebuked and 
admoniſhed, as if he had been a hainous Offender: 
And when he and his other three Brethren evidently: 
ſaw that there was an Embargo laid upon Miniſters 
by the condemnatory Sentence paſt againſt him, and 
that they were reſtrained from teltifying againſt 
the Proceedings of Church-judicatories and Acts 
of Aſſembly, , ation linful and ynwarrantable, 
and all this by mere Church-authority, they jud- 
ged themſelves obliged to proteſt for. their juſt 
Right and Privilege to teltify againſt the A& 
1732, and like Defections: And tho? their Pro- 
teltation acknowledges the Authority of the Ju- 
dicatories of the Church, and the very Nature of 
it is only a Proteſtation for Exoneration, or an at- 
teſted Declaration againſt the wrong Exerciſe of 
Eccleſiaſtical Power and Authority; yet, behold, a 
new Act and © Conſtitution comes forth from our 
General Aſſembly, without any Precedent in any 
of our. approven Acts of Aſſembly, whereby the 
proteſting Brethren are appointed to be ſuſpen- 


f ded, and a higher Cenſure to be inflifted upon 


en chem in caſe they do not obey the Suſpenſion. 


Ibis is an Act and Sentence that upon the Matter 


i deſigned to cut off all legal Teſſimonies againſt 
any Acts of Aſſembly, how dangerous ſoever they 


M may be. If Miniſters ſhall enter a Proteſtation 


for their own Exoneration againſt a ſinful Act or 


: N Deciſion of the Aſſembly, they muſt lay theix 


Account with it to be ſuſpended; and, if they 
cannot obey the Sentence of Suſpenſion, they mult 
expect to be caſt out from Miniſterial Communion 
with what is reckoned the eſtabliſhed Church : And 
in all this there is nothing but mere Church-authas 
ity, without any Evidence that this new Act or 

| Gs *' oo 


+. 


_ God and their Ordination- vows and Engage- 


{. © 3 | 
nſtitution has any fͤͤmdadon on the Word of 
approven Principles of 


Co 
God, or the received and : 
the Church of Scortand. _. | 7 
When the Cauſe of the proteſting Brethren I + 
was before the Commiſſion in Auguſt, they pled In 
by their. Repreſentations, and viva voce, That I » 
their Doctrine and Practice, and their Deed of 
tt 
tc 
at 
th 
to 


Proteſting, for their own Exoneration, againſt the 

Sentence of the laſt Aſſembly, might be tried by 

the Word of-God, and by the Acts and Conltity- 

tions of the Church of Scotland; and, if found 

contrary to theſe, they were willing to ſuffer ; 

— they were ſo open and fair, as to tell the 

Mmifft on before the Sentence of Suſpenſion was th 
execute, That if they were laid under that Sentence Wl nc 
by mere Authority, when convicted of nothing WW ze; 
contrary unto the Word of God, or the Conſti- 
tutions of this Church; in this Caſe the expreſs MW * 
Command of God, to fulfil the Miniſtry which © 
they had received from bim, would lay them un- 
der a Neceſſity of diſobeying the Sentence of 
Suſpenſion ; yea, they judged it their Duty to pro- 
teſt, That any ſuch Sentence ſhould be held and 
repute as null and void in itſelf, in regard the 
were not convicted of any Thing in Doctrine or 
Practice contrary to the received Principles of thi 
Church, or their Ordination-vows and Engage- 
ments, but on the contrary were ſentenced to 
Cenſure by the late Aſſembly for proteſting againſt 
a Decifion whereby they were brought under newſilthe 
and unwarrantable Terms of Miniſterial Commu 
nion, which were inconſiſtent with the Word offh 


ments; as their Repreſentations already vbliſhedi 
do more fully bear. But, fays the Nargatiue, L 
This is an Indignity that reflects on the Aſſembly 
„ne 8 FE TY . Ss „3 tr 8 as 
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| 6 53. } 
of F 25 diſowning their Power and Authority to make 
of by ſuch Appointment, To which it 

That the above Proteſtation Hguns 
and illimited Power and 
ral Aſſembly ; and this 
oh any Judicato 
Time, 750 ſaid Prdtelt 
thority in our General 
to the Word of G 
and our Ordination- vo 


The Narrative is indeed very fair, 
the Reaſon why one of our Repre 


they were told that the Commiſſion were not to 
* fit and hear the Acts o Aſſembly impugned by 
their Papers, being expreſly tied down to judge at 
© this Meeting (vis. in guſt) according to the 
* Aſſembly's Appointment.” Thar is, right or 
wrong, the Sentence of Suſpenſion muſt exe 
Acute; and tho? the proteſting ren had offered 
ech rguments and the ſtrongeſt 
eaſons why they could? not retract their Protelta- 
tion, yet the Commiſſion were not to regard 
hem. If this is A N Proteſtant and Pres- 
8, let t 


4 

towards them, yet all was to no Purpoſe if the 
Proteſtation is not retracted ; the Aſſembly muſt 
be obeyed, and a higher Cenſure muſt be inflicted Fl | 
on the ſuſpended Brethren. It is true, when | 
the Queſtion was put, Proceed to @ higher Cen- | 
Jure, or delay it till March? the Votes were 
found to be equal on both Sides; and Mr. Joh fl j 
Goldie the Moderator thought fit to give the De- « 
ciſion on the Side of proceeding at that Time to f 
a higher Cenſure; but this was an Evidence that If 
the one Half of the Commiſſion thought they i , 
had proceeded far mou in this Affair already. ir 
4, We oblerve, That, as all Church Power ch 
and Authority is limited by. the Word of God a5 NR 
Pr 

bY: 

tio 

we 

Re 

Al 


the ſupreme Rule, and by ſuch Principles and Con- 

ſtitutions as are received by a well-conſtitute Church 
agreeable to the Word, as the ſubordinate Rule; 
ſo that Obedience and Submiſſion which the Mini- 
ſters and Members of a Church are obliged to give 


unto the Judicatories thereof, is a limited and qua- I, 
lified Submiſſion. If our Submiſſion is not regu- bre 
late by the Word of God, and received Principle Ar 
and Conſtitutions agreeable: thereto, it is nothing an 
but that blind Superſtition and ignorant Devotion ore 
which obtains amongſt the Members of the Churc vaſt 
of Rome, who give an implicite Obedience to thalff 
Deciſions of the Pope and his Council. To apply loc 
this to the preſent Caſe ; When the Synod of Periinen 
and Stirling, and after them the General Aſſem por 
bly, condemned a Bundle of Propoſitions as cen e c 
furable, without finding any of the particular Pro;.13 
poſitions to be contrary unto the Word of Goq eaſ 
1 or our approven Standards, and when the ſolem zb 
i Cenſure of Rebuke and Admonition was pronoun 
ced againſt Mr. Erskine for emitting the ſame ; A 
all this was done by mere Authority, fo we could 
* p , f 1 a £ . 4 no 
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not but teſtify againſt Fe Decifion, as reſtraining 
us from declaring from the Pulpit * r Oc- 
caſions againſt the Sinfulneſs of the Act of Aſſem- 
bly 1732, and the Unwarrantableneſs of the pre- 
ſent Proceedings of our Judicatories, : whereby 
the Heritage and Flock of God are oppreſſed, 
contrary to the Word of God, and our received 
Principles and Conſtitutions agreeable thereto. And 
when the Aſſembly 2 their Commiſſion 
co fuſpend us, if we ſhould not retract our Prote · 
ſtation againſt the foreſaid Sentence and Deciſion; 


As this was alſo done by mere Authority, ſeeing - 


it is not fo much as alledged in their Sentence, 
chat our Proteſtation, either as to the Matter or 
Form of it, was nan Air any of the received 
- W Principles or approven Rules of the Church of 
h 5corJand ; ſo we could not give in to the Retracta- 

tion demanded by the Allmbly, for the many 
weighty Reaſons we have offered in our ſeveral 
Repreſentations given in to the Commiſſion” in 
Auguſt laſt, And when the Commiſſion at their 
brelaid Meeting refuſed to regard any Reaſons or 
Argumems that could be offered againſt ſuf 
ling us from the Exerciſe of our Miniſtry, and ac- 
cordingly did execute the Sentence of Sufpenſion 


Mn 2 Conſiſtency with our Duty to God and his 


nents, refrain from the Exerciſe of our Minit 
pon the arbitrary Will and Pleaſure of Men; 


eue could not, in our preſent circumſtantiate Caſe, 
'r0Wield Obedience to the foreſaid Sentence of Suſ- 
OC tenſion, in Regard we had roteſted for our juſt | 

0" Wizhts and Privileges to teſtify upon all proper 

uW\ccafions againſt the Act 1732, and the like De | 
A ons of this Church: And, if we had yielded 
| | * FTT 
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no 


paſt by the Aſſembly againſt us; As we could not, 


Flock, and our Ordination-Vaws and Engage- 
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to a total Sllence from the Diſcharge of our Mini- 
ſterial Calling, this might have been juſtly recko- 
ned a giving - up with our Teſtimony altogether. 
Let us now ſee how the Reverend Committee 
ſtate the Caſe with Reſpect unto the Authority 
of the Judicatories of the Church, and Submiſſion 
thereunto :- The Caſe (fay they, 2. 46.) in the 
«narroweſt View of it, comes to this, That the 
«.fopr Brethren cannot ſhew or prove that the 
err Afﬀfertbly or Commiſſion are in an Error; and 
r theſe, Judicatories on the other Hand are not ſo 
ce faccesful in their Endeavours, as to convince 
C theſe Brethren that they are in the Wrong: 
ce Therefore the Point upon which all doth turn 
«is, Whether the publick Judgment and Sen- 
ce tence of the Church ought to {tatid, and theſe 
C. Brethren ſubmit to it? or whether their 1vate, 
de Sentiments ſhall prevail, and the Church ſub- pz 
« mit to them? The World will now judge which Wn, 
ce of the two is molt reaſonable.” 1 
Ibis is the very Way the Queſtion is ſtated, be- Iii. 
fote the Pope's Tribunal, againſt all the Proteſtant .. 
and Reformed Churches. Ought not (ſay the Vo- : 
taries of Rome) the publick Judgment and Sen-W , 
tence of the Catholick Church td. ſtand ? and ſhould | 
not the pretended reformed Churches ſubmit unto: d 


—_ 
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it? or ſhall their private Sentiments prevail, and f 
the Church ſubmit to them? And, do not all they te 
reformed Churches appeal to the Word of < * 
do they not anſwer them in the Words of our an 
Confeſſion, Chap. r. Sect. to. © The ſupremeſſ m 
- © Tudge, by which all Controverſies of Religion (. 


* are to be determined, and all Decrees of Coun- Ire 
(©. cilg=are to be examined, and in whoſe Sentence or 
ve are to reſt, can be no other but the Ho! 

* Spirit ſpeaking in the Scriptures ? 80 fay we 


to our Managers, We a 85 to the Word oſ Godz 
and to the received ah approven Acts and Cons 
ſtitutions of the Church of Srotlaud; let us be 
tried by them, let us be tried by our Corzfe{/ion of 
Faith, by our Directory for Worjbip, and by our 
Propoſitions concerning Church-Government, as 
received and approven by the General Aſſembly 
Anno 1645; theſe, next to the Word of God, are 
the Standards by which we ought to be tried; theſa 
ne the only Terms of Miniſterial Communion a- 
i mongſt us. And, if it is ſaid, Who ſhall apply theo 
> Wl Rule? Is not this what we have craved both at the 
Bar of the Aſſembly, and of the Commiſſion, that 
n 


the Rule might be applied by them? And, is not 
this what we have complained of, that the ſeveral 
. bave not tried and judged us by the 

ule? Let the World now judge whether ouf 
Managers or we have acted the moſt reaſonable 
part, and which of us are moſt upon Proteſtant 
and Presbyterian Principles. N 


tion, with which they think to twit us; 

* us ſuppoſe (lay they) that the Aſſembly had 

given their Deciſion in Favours of Mr. Zrskinez 

' and againſt the Synod of Perth, and had ac- 
uitted him, and condemned them; and that thy 

- — had refuſed to ſubmit, and acted the very 


teſting againſt the Aſſembly, Cc. Would not 
Mr. Erskine, and the Miniſters his Adherenty 
and the good People his Admirers, have bla» 
med ſuch a Practice, and exclaimed- againſt the 


te the Narrative infers, ( That, i the Sentenes 
Pol the fi 


* EE * * 
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| "fame Part that Mr. Erskine has done, by pro- * 


Conduct of ſuch Miniſters ? Sc. And there 
eme Court 4 the Church is not ſubs. 


} 
p | 
\ 
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The Narrative-Wrizers, p. 16, make a Suppos - #* 


on 5 a 
cc mitted unto, Ab Confuſion ſhall be in. 
& troduced. * | 
But we anſwer, The Caſe is nowiſe parallel: 
For, if the Aſſembly had condemned the Synod's 
Conduct, their condemnatory Sentence might have 
informed the Synod, that they had found Mr. Er. 
Skine cenſurable upon a general Relevancy, with. 
out condemning any particular Propoſition enits 
ted by him, or finding any one Propolition in his 
Sermon cenſurable, according to the Word of God, 
the Acts of our General Aſſemblies, or univerſal 
Cuſtom and Practice. in this Church agreeable 
thereto, as our Form of Proceſs expreſly requires: 
In this Caſe, the Sentence of the Aſſembly againſt 
the Synod had carried irs own Evidence in its B 
ſom; and the Miniſters and Members of this 
Church would have had good Reaſon to blame 
the Practice of the Synod, and to exclaim againlt 
their Conduct, if they had refuſed Submiſſion 
And, if this is attended to, that the Acts, Deciſ 
ons and Sentences of the Judicatories of tht 
Church, ſhould carry ſome Evidence in them 0 
their Agreeableneſs to the Word of God and ou 
received Principles and Rules of Judging, al 
the Smoke that the Narrative raiſes about th 
Anarchy and Confuſion, that ſhall be introduced 
from a Non-ſubmiſſion to the Sentences of Judic: 
tories, would ſoon evaniſh. | 
If it is ſtill -alledged, That Mr. Erskine ant 
the proteſting Brethren fly in the Face of the A 
thority of the Church expreſſed in the Act E 
Aſſembly 1732, and in ſuch Proceedings of the J pro 
dicatories as are in Conſequence of the ſame; 7 
us make one Obſerve more, and it is, That, abo 
the Judgment of the Narratius- Writers, T he ho N 
 Seriprures ſeem not to Antermine who all be t. o 


* 
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Fleftors of Miniſters ; therefore, according to 
them, the Act of Aſſembly 1732 is only a human 
Conititution. And it is what cannot be controver- 
e ted, that not only we, but a conſiderable Body of 
r- the Miniſters and Members of this Church, are 
1-M fully perſwaded that the forelaid Act of Aſſem- 
bly, and the Settlement of Miniſters thereupon, 
is both ſinful and unwarrantable; and their Reaſons 
for judging ſo have been publiſhed oftner than 
once unto the World. Therefore we enquire, If it 
is lawful and warrantable to impoſe a Conſtitution 
(which in the Judgment of the Impoſers is only 
human) upon a Body of Miniſters and Church» 
members, who are perſwaded that it is ſinſul and 
unlawful? This we are able to prove is contrary to 
the Liberty wherewith Chriſt hath made his Peo- 
pi free, and that it is contrary to the End and 
elign of that Authority that is committed to the 
Office-bearers of the Church, and a Lording it 
over the Heritage and Flock of- God, and a Ru- 
ing them with Rigour.; and if our Narrative- 
Writers or their Friends will undertake to prove, 
that a human Conſtitution, ſuch as they mult ac- 
knowledge the Act 1732 to be, may be wreathed 
about the Necks of Miniſters and Church-mem- 
bers, who age perſwaded that it is unlawful and 
unwarrantable, they will undertake what no Pro- 
Wicſtant before them has, ſo far as we know, ever 
attempted, except Bancroft and Laua, and ſuch 
Enghſþ High-fliers, zealous Perſecutors of their 
Proteſtant Brethren. | 
If it is ſaid, That the Act 1732 is not wreathed 
about our Necks, in Regard we are not (as the 
Narrative bears, p. 42.) required to renounce 
our Judgment concerning the ſaid Act, nor are 
we bound up from reaſoning in a decent and be- 
coming 


— 


* coming Manner againſt it, when in Judicatories 
e, may be called to judge of controverted Calls, 
64 and that the Preſs is free to us to impugn the 
6 ſaid Act with all the Strength of Reaſoh we are 
Fe Maſters of.“ We have Reaſon to bleſs the 
Lord, that we live not under an arbitrary Civil Go- 
vernment, and therefore the Preſ3 is open to us: 
And tho? our Church judicatories are not come 
the Length of the Spanih Inquiſition; to oblige Ml ( 
us to renounce our Judgment about the Act, or t 
to bind us up from reaſoning againſt it; yer, is it WM 
not wreathed about the Necks ol the Miniſters WW C 
and Members of this Church, when our Congre- I 
— muſt be ſettled according to the Order pre- Wl # 
ribed therein, and when Miniſters, however o 
convinced of the Sinfulneſs and dangerous Ten- 
dency of it, muſt not open their Mouths from the I th 
Pulpit againſt it, or the Proceedings of os Cl 
catories in the violent Settlement of Miniſters, N 
without incurring the Cenſure of Rebuke and Ad- MW vic 
monition, yea, and of Suſpenſion too, if they will Nhe 
pot be falent * | 100 
Now, to conclude this Head, Since the ſeveral rg 
Sentences paſſed againſt us do flow from mere We 
Church- authority, and ſince there is rſ6 Evidence Moth 
or Document brought againſt us, ttrat we have 
counteracted any of the received or known Prin- 
ciples of the Church of Scotland; and fince we 
have always craved that we might be judged andi 
tried by the Word bf God, and our received andi 
—_— Standards ; it is evident that we do no 
ake ourſelves ſupreme Fudges upon Earth, and 
that we do not claim to Sandes a Negative over 
the whole Church, like Biſhops and Arqb-biſpops, de 
and that we do not in Effect depot dur dawful EF th 


 Erhſuaſicel doris, and ſe M e f br 


ö. 3 
their Room, as is alledg d againſt us by the Nurra- 
rive, p: £7, 34. Nay, we hold a Presbytegian, 
yea a k 


oteſtant Principle, afferted and maintain- 
ed by all the Proteſtant reformed Churches ſince 
their Seceſſion from Rome, and laid down in the 
above-Eited Article of our Confeſſion of Faith, Chap. 

1. Sect. 10. Sag | wann 
The Narrativs argues ſrom the Word of 
God, That we ought to ſubmit to the Sen- 


tences paſt againſt us ; 'the Remedy in Caſes of 
Oftence preſcribed in the Word being, to ve rhe 
Church, Matth. xviii. 1). and the Apoſtolical 
Direction being, to ſubmit to them that have the 
Rule over us, Heb. xiii. 19. and becauſe a Power 
of Judging is given to the Prophets, and the Spt- 
1- WH fit of the Prophets is ſubject to the Prophets, for 
e this ftrong Reaſon, That G04 is not the Aut bor of 
i: Confuſion, but of Peace, 1 Cor. xiv. 29, 32, 33. 
s, Narrative, p. 43. The Anſwer is plain and ob- 
d- MW vious from what has been ſaid, We are to hear 


the Church, and obey them that rule over us, and 
o ſubmit to the Prophets when their Judgment is 
ral Wirgulate by the'unerring Standard of the Word; To 
re Ie Law àud to the Teftimony, Ifa. viit. 20, 
ice Wotherwiſe no Men are to be called Maſters, Matth. 
xiv, 10. And, as this is the Doctrine of all the 
formed Churches, in - 1 to the Roma- 
tits, who have made Uſe of the fame. very Scrip- 
ures to eſtabliſh the abſolute and illimited Autho- 
ity of the POPE and his Coumcil, and to oblige 
il to an implicite Obedience unto them ; fo it 1s 
he Doctrine of this Church, in ber firſt Confeſſion 
f Faith, Article 20.“ As we do not rafhly con- 
demn that which godly Men, aſſembled tage- 
ther in general Councils lawfully gathered, have 
proportyuro us; fo without jult 1 
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(' 62. ) 
ce dare we not receive whatſoever, is obtruded unto 
e Men under the Name of General Councils: For 

& plain it is, that, as they were Men, fo have 

25 fas of them manifeſtly erred, .and that in Mat- 
& ters of great Weight and Importance, So far 
ce then as the Council proveth the Determination 
& and Commandment that it giveth by the plain 
cc Word of. God, ſo ſoon do we embrace and reve. 
cc rence the ſame; but, if Men, under the Name 
& af a Council, pretend to forge unto us new Ar- 
cc ticles of our Faith, or to make Conſtitutions re- 
© pugning to the Word of God, then utterly ! 
« we mult refuſe the ſame as the Doctrine of De- I 
cc vils, which draweth our Souls from the Voice 1! 
© of our only God, to follow the Doctrines and I 7 
& Conſtitutions of Men.” The very ſame Doctrine t. 
is contained in our Weſtminſter Confeſſion of Faith, ar 
Chap. 20. § 2. Chap. 31. $ 3, 4. 

The Narrative alledges the beſt human Eccle- C 
ſiaſtick Authority for ſupporting their Aſſertion, ¶ Ju 
and, amongſt others, the reformed Church oſ 8 
France, Fccleſ. Diſ. Chap. 5. $ 29. But in the 
Place cited we find neither the Words repeated by 
the Narrative, nor any Thing to the Purpoſe; 


but the 3zad Canon of that Chapter determines, “ 
That“ a Paſtor or. Elder breaking the Church's" c 
ce Union, or ſtirring up Contention about any,“ { 


ce Point of Doctrine, or of the Diſcipline which“ v 
e he had ſubſcribed, or about the Form of Cate S. 

& chizing, Adminiſtration of the SacramentyPar 
© Common Prayers, and the Celebration of Mar- nd 
« Triage, and not conforming to the Determinations t. 
ce of the'Collogy (i. e. the Presbytery) he ſhaln t 
ce then be ſuſpended from his Office, and ſhall bQimit, 
ce further proſecuted by the Provincial or NatioWher 
ral Synod.” Bus chiss ſo far from ſupps 


63 5 
ting the Aſſertion of the Narrative, that it plainly 
ſupports us ; in regard it has never been alledged 
in any of the Sentences palt againſt us, thatwe 
have ſtirred vp Contention about any Point of 
Doctrine or Diſcipline that we have ſubſcribed, 
or that we have departed from the received Form 
and Order of the Adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
ments, Oc. | 
| As to the Reply of the Divines of South. Hol- 
Lana, to the Arguments of the Arminians againſt 
Submiſſion to the Deciſion of a Synod when it is 
wrong, becauſe the Members thereof are fallible 
Men ; the Narrative makes not a very fair Re- 
preſentation of the Caſe. Any Body that looks the 
Place, and compares the Reply, and the Excep- 
tions of the Arminians together, will find, that 
the Arminians refule to have their Doctrine tried 
and judged by the received Confeſſion of Faith and 
Carechiſms, and that they excepted againſt the 
Conſtitution of the Synod, and alledged, That their 
— es had already made themſelves Parties in the 
eltion amongſt them, by preaching againſt them 
and otherwiſe. To this the Divines of South. Hol- 
land reply, Si h&c remonſtrantium exceptio, &c. 
© If this Exception of the Remonſtrants ſhould 
© hold, no Eccleſiaſtical Cenſure or Diſcipline 
* can at any Time be exerciſed againſt ſuch as are 
ſcandalous in Doctrine or Practice: For they 
* will always reſiſt their Judges, Presbyteries or 
* Synods, as Farties.” This laſt Clauſe, as 
Parties, the Narrative thinks fit to leave out, 
and they lay their Teſtimony as if they would have 
tions to believe that the Divines of South. Holland 
ſhalſin the Synod of Dort pled for an abſolute and il- 


11 b@imited Submiſſion to their Sentence and Decrees; 
atioFbereas in the ſame very Place quoted by the Com- 


por 
: 


mittee they aſſert the quite contrary, © Contra 
ee gutem, &c. But (ſay they) upon the other 
ce Hand, whoſoever are called to a national Synod, 
© are not tied down to human Decrees or Writ. 
ce ings, but to the Word of God only; fo that, 
ec if there be any Thing in our Conf. which 
ce is not agreeable to the Word of God, they (vis, 
the n & are not only permited, bu it 
ce js a Duty neceſſarily - incumbent on them, to ex- 
re amine and amend it by the unerring Rule of the 
& Word of God.” And what a vaſt Difference . 
is there betwixt the Caſe of the Remonſtrants . 
before that Synod and ours? They refuſed to have . 
their Doctrine tried by the Confeſſion of Faith WY ; 
and Catechiſms of the Belgick Churches; but we Wl. 
have always craved, that, next to the Word of q 
God, we may be tried and judged by our approven h 
Standards of Doctrine and Diſcipline + e Re- 
monuftrants ſhifted the Trial, and declined their A 
Judges as Parties; but we have always been wil- 
ng to ly open to a fair Trial according to the - 
approven Acts and Conſtitutions of the Church 5 
The third Authority advanced by the Narro. 
zive is the Judgment of the Church of Scotland 
from Act of Aſſembly 1648, Sect. 30. Ordaining 
cc That if any ſuſpended Miniſter, during the Sub 
ce penſion, ſhall exerciſe any Part of the miniſte 
& rial Calling, be ſhall be depoſed.” The ſame 
very Act was thrown up to the Proeſters, whe 
after the Year 1650 continued to exerciſe their mi 
' niſterial Office notwithſianding of Sentences 0 
Faſpenſion and Depoſition paſt againſt them; and, 
they pled, That the above Act of Aſſembly mull. 
be underſtood of ſuch Sentences as are paſt accor 
ding to the Hors of Gus, and the received an 


a ” 
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approven Ries and 48.) of this Church 3 ; 
otherwiſe the Meaning of i (by they) muſt be, 
* Whatſoever Miniſter, juſtly or - unjuſtly, and 
4 contrary to the Rule of the Word of God, 
cc ſuſpended from his Miniſtry, ſhall continue to 
ce preach the Goſpel e the General AG 
&* ſembly of the Kirk of Scorian# do appoirit, 
© That becauſe of his Diſobedience to our Sen- 
© tence, whether juſt or unjuſt; he ſhall be de- 
cc poſed:— But, as we abhor to faſten ſuch a 


* Meaning upon that reverend and grave Aſſembly, 
e ſo we deſire to think that our Brethren, upon 
* ſober and ſerious Thoughts, will abhor it alſo, 
© and will acknowledge with us, that it is to be 
| - _— = 2 Sentences only, — 3 See 
Proteſters ub Subwerters, p. 32, 53. This Apt 
n ogy the Proteſters make 10 elves, contalhs 


2 ſufficient Anſwer for us to the above Act of Al- 
ry ſembly that is brought againſt us. | - 
de The laſt Author they mention is the Teſtimony 
| % of the learned and pious Mr. Durham on the 
Revelation: They have not told us what Edition 
of that Book they make Uſe of, and therefore we 
could not fall 4 the Place; but, if the Reader 
will conſider what we have already advanced for 
jultifying our Conduct, he will find, that there is 
nothing in our Practice contrary to the Teſtimony 
of the learned and pious Mr. Dur ham, even as it 
s cited by them. And, ſince our Narrative- 
Writeys profeſs ſuch a Regard for that great Di- 
vine, we wiſh they would ſeriouſly conſider what 
de lays down in his excellent Treatiſe on Scandal, 
Part 2. Chap. 2. concerning the Order that is to be 
Mm Wiept in following of pnb#ck Scandals : And, a- 
© Ymongſt other judicious Rules, this is one that he 
vention , That no —_— would be _—_ 


* 


"2nd 


an 
ap 


— 
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e or implicitly made Uſe. of, but, both in Refe. 
"EC rence to the Party and others, there would be 
© Inſtruckion, Exhortation, Conviction, &c. by 
© the Word, going before or alongſt with the 
ce ſme.” If this Rule had been obſerved in our 
Cale, our Managers had not driven Matters 2 
they have done. . l rs] 
The next Argument advanced by the Narrative 
ſor our Submiſſion to the ſeveral Sentences pai 
. againſt us, is taken from our Ordination Vows anc 
? Engagements, which oblige us to ſubmit to th 
* Government and Diſcipline of the Church, and 
that we ſhall never endeavour, directly or indirect 
ly, the Prejudice or Subverſion of the ſame, , W 
have made it evident from our ſeveral Repreſenta 
tions given in to the Commiſſion, that our Ord 
nation Vows and Engagements oblige us to the { 
veral Steps we have taken; and the Charge « 


counteracting Ordination Vows and Engagemen 
may be more juſtly laid at their Door, who 2 
impoſing Miniſters upon diſſenting Congregatio 
and appointing Committegs, with a PresbyteriWrc 
Power, to try and ordain Men for the Office 


the holy Miniſtry, and thereby depriving Presbi N. 
teries of their inherent Right and Privilege, wh f 
they cannot concur with them in intruding Min” 0 

ſters upon the Congregations concerned: The m 
and the like Meaſures purſued, at preſent by olan 
Managers, have the moſt direct Tendency to ſu ur 
vert our Presbyterian Church Government and D -4 
cipline. Ser 


The Narrative makes not a very fair Repreſqſ! 

tation of our Caſe, when they ſay (Narrative, inc 

45.) That, to evade this heavy Charge and 

|  . * cufation, we alledge that we have only pron gi 
þ +. © ſed Submiſſion in the Lord. Will the Re tur 
by 1s # re | 
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tend Committee ſay, That it is an abſolute and ils, 

limited Subjection to the Judicatories that any are 

yl engaged unto; and that, Whatever: Acts and Con- 

gel ſtitutions are made by a Majority, under the Name 

urof a General Aſſembly, tho? they ſhould ſtrike at 

our Conſtitution, we muſt be ſilent, and not teſtify, - 
either doCtrinally or by Proteſtation, againſt them ? 

ov Therefore, when we fay, That our Submiſſion to 

all judicatories is in the Lord, we mean, that it is ac- 

cording to the Word of God, and our received 

and  approven Stangards of Doctrine, Worſhip, 

Government and Dfleipline: Theſe are the only 

Terms of Miniſterial Communion amongſt us; 

and. we refuſe that we have broken through any 

of them : We appeal to the ſeveral Sentences paſt 

zpainſt us, if this is ſo. much as laid to our Charge. 

Will the Reverend Narraters lays That it is con- 
tary to Presbyterian Principles for one to proteſt | 

or his own Exoneration againſt a particular Act, 2 

ſentence or Deciſion of a General Aſſembly, a- Lo 

cting the publick Cauſe and Intereſt > We are S 

re, it is a Proteſtant Principle, that, in ſome Ca- A 

s too, it is warrantable and Buty ſo to do. The | 


bWarraters alledge, p. 46. © That we beg the Que- 

che ſtion, when we ſay, That we are not bound by = 
lin our Ordination Vows and Engagements to ſub» YN 
bei mit to unjuſt Sentences zud Cenſures. This S 


another unfair Account of what we have ſaid. 
Dur Repreſentations given in to the Commiſſion 
n Auguſt bear, That we could not ſubmit to 
Sentence of Sulpenſion, in regard we were nor 
nvicted of departing from any of the received 
frinciples of this Church, or of counteracting our 1 
idination Vows and Engagements; and, is this a 9 
degging of the Queſtion? The Narrative has not 
de irmed that we are convicted of any ſuch Thing: 
ä | 13 They 


* 
mo. 
Ie 
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They have told us in general, 'That we have broken 
theſe Bands aſunder, ui. our Ordination Vows 
and Engagements; but, have they advanced any 
Proof of this general Charge? No, they have 
not done it, and we hope, through the Lord's 
Grace, they ſhall never be able to do it. 

Before we pals this Head, we muſt obſerve, 
That the Narrazive pleads: for our Submiſſion to 
the ſeveral Sentences, and that, Becauſe the Sub. 
ce miffion required was not a Deciſion in Matters 
cc of Doctrine or Worſhip, nor a Submiſſion of 
ce their Judgment in a debatable Point, but only 
te in Matters of Church-diſcipline, with reſpect to 
cc Cenſures of Rebuke and Suſpenſion, *? p. 43. 
And that, Tho? the foreſaid Cenfures were un- 
« juſt, yet thele _ a Matter that does not ti 
<« affect, and much leſs overthrow, the Doctrine, P 
ce Worſhip or Government of this Church in any ¶ v 
« Point, but is purely a Matter of Diſcipline, 
* Submiſſion ſhould have been given: And, 
© That it is the Judgment of all moderate Di- 
© vines, that Reverence is due to a Church, even 


<* miſtaking and erripg in leſſer Matters, &c. 


47. | | 
f To which we anſwer, That granting that Sub- 
miſſion is due unto a Church ſometimes, when mi- 
ſtaking and erring in leſſer Matters (tho? we can 
not allow it as a general Rule, that abſolute Sub 
miſſion and illimited Obedience ought to be give 
at all Times, even in leſſer Points) yet the Sub 
miſſion required of us reſpects ſuch Sentence 
wherein our Conſtitution is very nearly concerned 
I the Reverend Narraters will be ruled in thi 
Queſtion by the Judgment of all moderate Divines 
ve they not reckoned, that the Election 
Church-officers is a principal Thing in the _ 

2 | | 2 
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Adminiftration. of the Kingdom of Chriſt in this 
World ? The Narraters will not refuſe, that there 
have beer! conſiderable Debates even amongſt m- 
derate Divines on the Queftion, and that the 
contending Parties have pled Divine Authority 
on their Side: This is an Evidence that they have 
looked upon this Matter as nearly affecting the 
Conſtitution of the Church. As for Inſtance, ſotne 
have pled Divine Authority for the Right of Ele- 
Gion in the congregational Elderſhip ; others have 
pled Divine Authority for the Right of Election 
in the People of every ſeveral Congregation : And 
the Author of the modeſt and humble Enquiry 


rate Divines by the * pleads Divine Au- 
thority for the Right of ion in the claſſical 
Presbytery. It is true, the two ſormer Sett of Di- 
vines are agreed, that a Miniſter ought not to be 
impoſed upon a diſſenting and reclaiming People; 
and fo the Difference is neither conſiderable nor 
material a ſt them: But the Author of the 
modeſt and humble Enquiry, tho he placeth the 
Divine Right of Election of Minifters in the Pres- 
bytery, yet he has no Difficulty to make a Com- 
pliment of the Settlement of Pariſhes to Parrons 

or Aiſaffected Heritors. | 
Befides, as all moderate Divines have reckoned 
the Election of Church-officers a Thing very br 
tial unto the Conſtitution of the Church; fo, 1 
we confider the Church as a Society, having its pe 
culiar and diſtin& Privileges, as well as any other 
ddociety; Is it not reckoned an eſſential Point in the 
iYConſtitution of any Civil Society, who ſhall chooſe 
their Magiſtrates and Officers? And, is it not of as 
z olfreat Importance and Moment to the Church, whe 
Hall chooſe her Paſtors and Overſeers ? And, can 
it 


W N „ „ 


(who is no doubt reckoned in the Claſs of ode 


pe - - LY 
MD be ICS 


TW 

it Y thought, that an Act of Aſſembly that delivery 
p the Settlement of Congregations into the Hands of 
Hors, even pot reſiding, and diſafſeFed, does not ar 

aflect our Conſtitution ? Or, do the Proceedings of 

the Commiſſion, whereby they deprive Presbyteries of 
that inherent Right that belongs unto” them by the 

Word of God and the Acts of this Church, viz. the 

Trial and Ordination of Men for the Office of the ho- 

"Miniſtry, when they cannot concur with violent In- 
truſions; do theſe, we ſay, nowiſe ſtrike at our Presby- 
terian Conſtitution ? It is true, the Narraters alledge, 

That the holy Scriptures do not determine who ſhall 
be the Electors of Miniſters: But, as we have already 

obſerved the Abſurdity of this, ſo the Narrative -Mri- 

ters male but a very lame Apology for the Aſſembly 
1732, when they ſay, p. 49. © That che Aſſembly judged 

« their A& would be moſt _—_ and pleaſing to the 

« Generality of all Sorts of Perſons in this Church. 

Is the pleafing of Men a ſufficient Reaſon for a Ghurch- 

Act of ſuch Importance and Conſequence ? Does our 
Church now follow the Pattern of the firſt Chriftiay 
Synod, who emitted their Eccleſiaſtical Decrees in ano- 

r Strain, when they ſaid, It ſeemeth goed unto the holy 

and us? Acts xv, 28. The Revereng Committee, 

d out by the Commiſſion to warrate their Proceed- WM N 
ings elt us, have thought fit to declare before the ¶ pe 
Wor! „that the Aſſembly intended, by their Act, to N 

pleaſe the Generality of all Sorts of Perſons in this fro 
hurch » Muft the open and avowed Enemies of our 

Presbyterian Conftitution be gratified with the Settle- 


r 
obe 
pic 


ment of Churches, where their Influence arid Intereſti Ras 
prevails, to the wounding, grieving, oppreſſing andi p. 2 
kreaking of a Body of People through the Land, whaſW« 5, 
are firm and ſincere Friends unto the ſame? « E 
Likewiſe, the Sentences paſt againſt us do very muc 


affect even the Doctrine of this Church + This is evi 
dent, if we conſider the faint Proceedings of our Ju 
dicatories againſt the many doctrinal Errors that hav: 
been yented amongſt us ; and theſe have no ſmall Ten 
deny to corrupt the Doctrine of this Church, 72 . 
| v 


* 


9 | 
hinted in our ſeveral Repreſentations given in to ſhe 
may be further laid open in 


Co 


due Time. 


Upon 


mmiſſion; and which 


as the Whole, it is plain, that as we proteſted 
for our juſt Right and Privilege to teſtify againſt the 


Act 1732 or the like Defections of this Church, and 
that becauſe the late Aſſembly did, by their Act and 


Sentence, approve. of the P 
Perth appointing Mr. Erskine to be rebuked for impug- 
ning Adds of Aſſembly and the Proceedings of our Church- 


Judicatories, and as we refuſed to 


ings of the Synod of 


our Proteftati- 


on in Obedience to the ſaid Aſſembly; ſo our Non-ſab- 
miſſion to theſe ſeveral Sentences ĩs, becauſe they affect 
our Dottrine, Government and Diſcipline, and that in 
a moſt ſenſible Manner: And tho”, in ſome private and 


perſonal Cauſes, 


Order 


requires that even an un- 


juſt Suſpenſion ſhould be obeyed ; yet, in the Caſe of a 
publick Teſtimony for Truth, to ſubmit to a mere autho- 
ritative Suſpenſion, is to give up with the Teſtimony, 
and to go down with the Current of DefeCtion and 
Backſliding ; and therefore we judged it a Duty incum- 


bent upon 


us to exereiſe our Miniſtry, even when the 


Sentence of Suſpenſion was execute againſt u. 
Thus we have done with the — — of the 


Narrative, and we have not omitted any 
d to us to have any Force of Argument in it. 


ing that 


Narrative pleads for our ꝗubmiſſion to Church- cenſures, 
from ſome particular Inftances of Submiſſion given, or 


former Times: 
Ramſay 


«* of their 
MW proceeded 


— — — 


that the 


— — 


uired to be given, to ſevere and unjuſt Sentences in 
for be firſt is, the Caſe Loy my 
and William Colvil, Miniſters of Zdinburgh, 
p. 26, © whe (they tell us) were ſuſpended becauſe 
« had not Clearneſs about the Sinfulneſs of the Duke's 
Pp — and for not reading the Cauſes of a 
 Faft upon that Account; 
* againſt- the Sentence, nor 'd to exerciſe any Part 

paſtoral Office; and, tRo*-the — Aw. 

againſt-them to the Sentence of 
tion, they never attempted it till the Sentence was 
Taken of.“ But, 


et they never 


Id may not be im 
World may 20 


_ # % 
1 rubb'd on the Memory bf 


in a 
War with England, other 
Reaſons, upon the Account of the Unlawſulneſs of the 
nid ment, as being a — — Aſſociation with Ma- 
' -lignants, for bearing down the Uniformity ſworn to by 
the three Ki : But Mrs. Ramſay and Colvil re- 
fuſed to obſerve the Faſt upon theſe Grounds. And, 
. when the Matter came before the Aſſembly 1648, they 
emitted a ſolemn Teftimony and Declaration againſt the WM | 
faid Engagement, wherein _—_— _ the Sinful- W 
neſs of it from the Word of God, and prove it to be 
a manifeſt Breach of every Article of the Oath of God, , 
-ſworn by the three Kingdoms; as the Declaration it- p 
ſelf, Aſſembly 1648. Se. 21. fully bears. Notwithſtan- 


. ee If 
ding of this tion, ſupported by many weighty 

7 ſtrong Reaſons, the above ah. Minifters — : 

not be brough in 


on, as 


the Hands of the Ene- 


bly 1649 depoſed them from the 
Office of the Minifiry ; The {aid Aſſembly having al 
ſo declared the ] ement in the War with Englans 
1 contrary to the Word of God, the Solemn Leagu 
and Covenant, and deftruftive to Religion, Afſemb! 
1649. Se. 19. As this is the Caſe with Reſpect to thi 
above Minifters; ſo, if the Reverend Narraters coul 
have faid, that the Aſſembly 1733, and their Commi 
fon, did lay us under a Sentence of Suſpenſion, & 
for afting contrary to the Word of God, and our cc 
venanted Reformation, the Caſe had been ſomewhi 
: Bur, did not the late Aſſembly proceed 
us by mere Churcb- Authority, without evidenciq Mr. 
ir Deciſions to be agrecable to the Word, of t 
| Rules and Conſtitutions of this Chureh ? It was other 
nere 


j DD 
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hey evidenced the Juſtice 2 their Conduct. and-Pra= 
ctice from the Word of God and gur Covenant - Eg- 
gage ments, as may be ſeen from the above Dechrations 
emitted by them. We ſhall only add, That theſe two . 

Miniſters being depoſed by the payne 1649, that 
Sentence was not taken off but by an Aſſembly where 
the Party that declared for the publick Reſdlutions, 
ſuſpended and depoſed ſeveral eminent Miniſters of the 
rotefting Side, for the ſame Reaſons for which they re- 
— Mrs. Ramſay and Colvil from theſe Sententes : 
Therefore, as this Inſtance does not prove what the 
Committee deſigned by it, ſo they have no great Honour 
1 W by adducing it; and, tho' they give a large Character 
of the above two Miniſters, yet the Revival of this Story 

-W is n0 great Service done to their Memory. "Soi 
But we know not to what Purpoſe the Narrative 
makes mention of Mr. David Calderwood's Proteſtation, 
þ. 27. againſt the Act of Aſſembly 1649, anent the E- 


ni lection of Miniſters; if it is not that the World may 
WY now that Mr. Calderwood, who underſtood Presbyterian 
d Principles as well as any in this Age, did not think ix 


inconſiſtent with them to proteſt even againſt an Act of 
a General Aſſembly: As alſo, that the Aſſembly 1649, 
zealous Aſſerters of our Presbyterian Principles, did not 
judge it inconſiſtent with the Maintenance of their juft 
Authority, to inflict no Cenſure on Mr. Caldereyoed for 
his Proteſtation. It is true, the Narrative tells us of - a 
Letter from Mr. Baillie Principal of the College of 
Glaſgow to Mr. Spang, wherein it is faid, That, if this 
Proteſtation had come from any other, he had not eſca- 
ped Cenſure : But, as this Letter has not been heard of 
theſe Furſcore Nars till of late, ſo we have muck 
Ground to doubt if it is genuine; eſpecially becauſe it 
edges, as the Narrative bears, That this Proteſtati- 

on was not becauſe that Act excluded the People, but 
becauſe the Right and Power was not lodged in the 
Hands of — Which is contrary 10 
Mr. Calder wood 's Sentiments in his Altare Damaſc. pw. 
"Wiſhed by himſelf; ſee p. 6, 7,8. of that Book, . 
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The other Inftance the 1.3 ives is the Caſe 
of Mr. James Moriſon, ſaſpended by the Presbytery of 
' Kirkwall : And, tho? he appealed to the Aſſembly 1649, 
'yet he continued to eil his Miniſtry, for which the 
Fresbyrer did afterwards depoſe him; yet, adhering to 
his Appeal, he went on and preached. And that, when 
the Cauſe came before the Aſſembly, they condemned 
the Presbytery's Procedure, and took off the Sentence of 
Depoſition ; yet that they rebuked Mr. Mori/on for Con- 
tempt and Diſobedience, for preaching after he was 

laid under the above Sentences, Narrative, p. 48. 
But it is plain, the Sentence of the Presbytery againſt 
Mr. Moriſon was not final; he had Acceſs to appeal to 
the General Aſſembly : This is not our Caſe ; '1 final 
Sentence. 2 againſt us by the late Aſſembly. Like- 
wiſe, Mr. Aoriſon 8 Caſe, for any Thing that appears, 
vas a private perſonal Cauſe; ſo is not ours: A Sentence 
was paſt againſt us in a Cauſe of a very publick Nature, 
wherein the Maintenance of a Teſtimony to Truth, and 
againſt a Current of Defection, is nearly concern'd. But, 
paſſing theſe, this very Caſe was objected to the Pro- 
teſters, who continued to exerciſe their Miniſtry, not- g 
withſtanding of Sentences of Suſpenſion and Depoſition MW þ 
paſt againſt them; and they refuſe that the General ALY 6 
ſembly did rebuke Mr. Aforiſon tor preaching after he 7a 
was laid under the above Sentences, and they appeal to th 
ca 
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the Regiſters, Proteſters no Subverters, p. 54. 
What remains to be conſidered is the Account the 
"Narrative gives of the Conduct of the Judicatories to- 
.wards the proteſting Brethren, and of their Behaviour 
towards them: And there are almoſt as many Miſre 
Preſentations as there are Matters of Fact related. Te 
enquire into every Particular, would weary the Reader 
we ſhall only name one or two. P. 21, after the AC 
apc Sentence of the Aſſembly, _—_— us to be ſu 
: pended, is narrated ; the Narrative bears, © This AC 
may look like Severity againſt the four proteſtin 
© Brethren; yet, conſidering the Indulgence ſhow in _; 
« them in appointing ſo many Conferences, and Condey yy; 
ſcenſions made to them in the whole of the Aſſe | 
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4 Sad 
&-bly's Conduct; — 1 muſt be convino 
« that their Obſtinaey has oxtorted it from the Aſſen 
4 bly.” Here there is a manifeſt Impoſition upon the 
World, as if there had been a great many Confere 
held, and Condeſcenſions made to us, during the fit. 
ting of the laſt Aſſembly : For, before the paſſing of the 
Sentence of Aſſembly againſt us, there was not a Con- 
ference held with us but one; and in that Conference 
there was not the leaſt Condeſcenſion propoſed ; the 
Proteſtation behoved to be retracted, elſe nothing could 
ſave us from Cenſure. And, as for the Lenity of the 
Aſſembly's Sentence, we think the Committee might 
— — that; for they could ſcarce well conceive 
any Thing beyond Suſpen ſion and higher Cenſure. But, 
ſay the Committee, It was extorted from the Aſſembly. 
But, what is the Meaning of an extorted Sentence! Was 
it drawn out by Violence? Is Obſtinacy of Judgment, 
Violence? Or, was ſuch Obſtinacy of Judgment to be 
overcome by a violent Sentence? Is this the Church's 
Method of convincing Conſciences ? _ not the Ar- 
gument be returned, That what they call Obſtinacy and 
Perverſeneſs was extorted by the Aſſembly and Commiſ- 
fion their abuſing the Authority of the Church, in ty- 
rannizing over the Conſciences of Men? And indeed 
their Way of proceeding plainly ſaid, Rapienda eſt oc- 
caſio: For the Aſſembly had it in the Power of their 
Hand to diſregard the Proteſt, according to their uſual 
Cuſtom; but, inſtcad of that, they ſnatch at it as the 
Foundation of a new and unprecedented Proceſs, altho* 
the Committee are pleaſed to furniſh us with two In- 
ſtances of Proteſtations againſt Aſſemblies, without any 
Manner of Cenſure, viz. Mr. Davidſon's and Mr. Cal- 
derevord's, as above. 
Again, p. 28. when they give an Account of Mr. Zr- 
nes Reply to the Queſtion put to him about his Sub- 
miſſion to the Sentence of Suſpenſion paſt againſt him 
in Auguſt laſt ; they narrate the Anſwer in their own 
Way, and ſeem to infer from it, that he pled an extra- 
ordinary and an immediate Miſſion to the Work of the 
Miniſtry. But, as all the Brethren did very ingenn- 
| Ka ouſly 
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Gall own before the Commiſſion, that they had exer- 
Uſed all the Parts of their Miniſterial Office, as if no 
uch Sentence had been inflicted upon them; fo the 
eaſons that any of them offered for their doing fo, 
were very conſiſtent with their Proteſtation, which was 
enter d before the executing of the Sentence of Suſpen- 
ion upon them, and which is now publiſh'd in their 
Teveral 7 Repreſentations, and has been oftner than once 
mentioned in this Paper. All the proteſting Brethren 
own, that their Miſſion to the Work of the Miniſtry 
is mediate, they pretend to no inward Call to thruſt 
themſelves into the Miniſtry without authoritative 
Miſſion from a Presbytery ; yet they deny, that their 
Authority as Miniſters of Chriſt (which ſeems to be 
the Argument of the Narrative, p. 29.) is from Men; 
and they affirm, That the Judicatories of the Church 
are only the Chanel through which their Authorit 
from Chrift, as his Minifters and Ambaſſadors, dot 
flow; or, they are only the interveening Means of the If of 
Conveyance of that Power and Authority for the Work ¶ th 
and Office of the Miniftry. which is derived, not from i fir 
Men, but from the Lord 7eſus himſelf : And this they ¶ to 
judge is the Doctrine of the reform'd Churches, and WW to: 
of the Spirit of God in his own Word, Act, xx. 28. « 
2 Cor. v. 20. Therefore they are perſwaded, that as no “ i 
udicatory of the Church can by their mere arbitrary W* t. 
ill and Pleaſure unminiſter them, ſo they cannot “ n 
warrantably deprive them of the Power and Authority “ b 
that they have from Chriſt to exerciſe their Miniſtry, 
as Miniſters of the reſpective Congregations to which they 
bear a paſtoral Relation, unleſs they are convicted of 
ſomething in Doctrine or Practice that renders them 
unworthy of that ſacred Truſt: Hence, if they are dif- 
ed to exerciſe their Miniſtry, on the Account of bret 
their Teſtimony againſt any prevailing Evils or De. ire 
feftions in a Church, it may give them Courage andi but t 
Boldnefs to continue in the Diſcharge of their Duty Nigh 
that they hold their Office of Him, who ig given to Pith 
the Head over all Things to the Church. Theſe are th t 
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| (2973) 
Principles. of;the, Four, projeting Brochryp, on 
Head; and, if any think fit to att e <5 8 
they ſhall be able to defend the a. 
he Narrative aggravates the Di ience of the 
proteſting Brethren, from the great Pains that were taken 
upon them at the ſereral Meetings of the Commillign, 
is true, Committees were appointed to commune with 
them; but ſtill the retracting of their Proteſtation was 
inſiſted upon, and this they had never - Freedom to 
yield unto : Yea, they were frequently told, That t 
Ads of our Aſſemblies, and the Proceedings of Churc 
- Wl judicatories,, muſt not be ſpoken. againſt from the Py 
pit; and this was a Silence they could never ſubmje 
unto, eſpecially when the preſent Current of Defe@ign 
and 2 is ſo WF was never 
Thing that had the leaſt N of a Conde 
ſion propoſed unto them, till the Night before 
Commiſſion gave their final Sentence, vhen a Committee 
of the Commiſſion made two different Propoſals unto 
them; but ſome Objections being, made againſt the 
ficſt, it was not inſiſted upon, therefore there 1s no Need 
to inſert it here. The . Propoſal that was made 
to them is as follows. | 5 

* If the next General Aſſembly ſhall declare, that 
* it was not meant by the Act of the laſt Aſſembly 
to deny or take away the Privilege and Duty of Mi- 
* nifters to teſtify againſt Defectious; then we ſhall 
be at Cong F 7 i agg re our 1 
„ againſt the ſaid Act of A : And icularly, 
ve reſerve. to ourſelves the — ak of keſtify Te 
" gainſt the Act of Aſſembly 1732, on all proper Oc- 


« caſions. | 


When the above Propoſal was made unto the Four 
drethren, as it was new unto them, they offered to re- 
ire for a ſhort Time, and to return an Anſwer unto it: 
Put the Committee deſired them to take it for that 
Night under their Conſideration; and, in Compliance 
to Pitch the Committee's Deſire, they agreed to take it 
thqQill the next Morning under their Conſideration ; with 
Rn 
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"Ing fo was, Beczuſe it was late, and'beeauſe at that 


Time they did aq; fully underſtand the Import of ir: 
„And the next Morging they made an Anſwer in Writ 
to the ſaid Pro „Which is as follows. 9 
A As to the re made by the Committee to us, 
„ That we ſhould withdraw our Proteſtation, in cafe 
'« a ſubſequent Aſſembly ſhould declare, That it was 
dc not meant by the Act and Sentence of the laſt Af- 
* ſembly, in Mr. Erskine's Affair, to deny or take a- 
* way the Privilege and Duty of Miniſters to teſtify 
4 apainſt Defections. After ſerious and mature De- 
_ © liberation, we have no Freedom to go in to the ſaid 
ce Propoſal; and that becauſe the obvious Senſe and 
"cc Meaning of the ſaid Act and Sentence appears to us 
4 to lay a Reftraint on miniſterial Freedom and Faith- 
4 fulneſs, in 93 the Act of Aſſembly 
& 1732, and the like ions in this Church, upon di 
ic proper Occaſions : And, as this was the 1 
.« our Proteſtation, ſo any Declaration that a ſubſe- 
4 quent Aſſembly can make, cannot remove the Grounc 
upon which we proteſted againſt the Deciſion; inn 
ee regard that an and Declaration of the followinę cer 
d th Ak d 
4 Aſſembly, tho' agreeable to the Word of God, ca 3 
e never take away the Ground of proteſting againſt Cor 
_ © wrong Decifion of a preceeding Aflembly.” Fol 
Our above Anſwer contains a ſufficient Reaſon w in 
ve could not go in to the Committee's Propoſal ; but. 
ſince the ſaid Propoſal has been repreſented as a ver both 
great Condeſcenſion unto us, and fince our refuſin i Aucl 
the ſame is exclaimed apainſt by ſome as a Piece of v Lettl. 
great Stiffneſs, we ſhall, for further clearing this Mato ſa 
ter, offer the following Obferves; Mony 
If, If a ſubſequent Aſſembly ſhould declare that Mech: 
was not meant by the Act and Sentence of the laſt Af. 
ſembly, to ny or take away the Privilege and Duty 
Miniſters to te 75 againſt Defections; this appears to! 
to be a material Repealing of the Act and Sentence 
Aſſembly 1733, condemning Mr.Erskine,and confequenye* 
1y a Juſtiſying of our Proteſtation. And tho' tis pla 
| that an enſuing Aſſembly can never declare what 
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the Intention and Meaning of the laſt Aſſembly in - 
framing the foreſaid Act and Sentence, yet, it a fol- 
long ANCE! ſhould * a 2 in the 

erms propoſed to us, and allow us 1 berty to teſtify » 
ainſt be Ac of Aſſembly L232 upon all proper 
— voay this would be a material Repealing of the K 8 
and Sentence proteſted againſt, in regard the ſaid Act 
and Sentence -1n the very obvious Senſe and ing 
of the Words in which it is conceived (as we have al- 
ready made evident) lays a Reſtraint. upon miniſterial 
Freedom and Faifhfulneſs : And in this Caſe, to ſi 
of a retracting of our Proteſtation, would it not have 
been a falling trom our Teſtimony, when the General, 
Aſſembly by the above propoſed Declaration were up- 
on the Matter approving what we had done ? - 
2dly, As the Retracting of our Proteſtation was ftill 
inſiſted upon, ſo our yielding to retract, upon the Con- 
dition propoſed, appeared to us to be a giving-up with 
a Privilege belonging to the Miniſters of this Church, 
viz. of exonering themſelves by Proteſtation againſt a 
wroug Sentence or Deciſion of the ſupreme Judicatory 
in an 2 wherein the publick Cauſe is nearly con-, 
„ n 
zaly, When this Propoſal was made unto us, the 
Commiſſion were making no Stop to the Current of 
violent Settlements; but that ſame very Night they ap- 
pointed a Committee to ſettle Mr. Renny, the Preſent. 
tee, inthe Pariſh of Muckbart ; and that in Oppoſition 
both to the ſaid Pariſh, and to the Presbytery of 
Auchterarder, who had no Freedom to concur in that 
fettlement : And we might reaſonably think, that. it was 
Woot ſafe for us to give up in the leaſt with that Teſti- 
mony that we found ourſelves obliged to give againſt. 
h violent Settlements ; eſpecially when the prevail - 
ing Party in the Commiſſion were ſo far from relenting 
WW this Matter, that they were wank. on with a high, 
and. It has always been reck * Thing 
depart in the leaſt from a Teſtimony once lifted up 
vainſt a ſtrong Current of Defection and Backſliding. 
s judicious Obſerve of that pee l. Reg 
T * * pe Ns 
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, in his Commentary upon Revelation, Chap vi. 9. 
9 . 1 A - * * 
— — theſs who are ſound in the Faith of a 
cet Word will be alfo exceeding tenacious of their Teſti. 
«\mony. | In Scripture and primitive Times we find 
46 the Saints fticking at, and hazarding themſelves on 
« Things which appear of very ſmall Moment; yet 
« dere to them of great Concernment, becauſe of the 
t. Teftimony which was involved in them, which the 
« would nor let go. Such was Mordecai, Efth. iii. Dan, vi. 
dc his not foutting of bis Windows. When the Perſecu- 
«© tion of Diocleftan began, the Perſecutors ſought but 
© the | Bibles, the Poors Coats, Money, or Cups 
« (wherewith they ſerved) to be given them, as ſome 
«Evidence of their ceding ; but they refuſed to accept 
« Deliverance upon theſe Terms; yea, when the Sol- 
4c diers——did profeſs themſelves content to take 
4% any old Paper in Place of the Bible, they refuſed to 5 
« give it.” We hope, what is now offered for clearing 
and ſupp rting the Anſwer we gave to the Committee's 
Propoſal, will ſatisfy fuch as are unprejudiced, that we 
had juſt Reaſon not to comply with what is repreſented 
to be a very great Condeſcenſion to us: And as we are 
ſtill perſwaded, that the Act and Sentence of Aſſembly, N 
rotefted againſt, does, in the obvious Senſe and Mean. 98 
ing of it, lay a Reftraint upon miniſterial Freedom andi 
Faithfulneſs; fo the above Propoſal is an Evidence un- 
to us, that ſome at leaft of the Managers themſelve . 
are under a Conviction that we had too much Ground 
given us for our Conduct, which they had fo ſeverely 15 


condemned and cenſured. 
The Committee having made Report unto the Co 
miſſion, That we declined to go in to any Propoſal tha 
they had offered unto our Conſideration; the Commiſſiſſ | 
on did proceed to their final Sentenee againſt us, where Oo 
2 they looſed our paſtoral Relation to our reſpectiy n 

ariſhes, and declared us no longer Miniſters of t 
Church ; and they did prohibite all the Miniſters off © 7! 
this Church to employ us in any miniſterial Fun 
ction. When this Sentence was intimate . 8 
2 ve Ad proteſt, That, notwithſtanding: 3 ag 


= N 
10 paſtoral Relation to our reſpectire Pariſhes thodld 
be held and repute firm and valid; And, „ That 
« we would ſtill hold Communion with all and every 
i one who were affected with the Grievances that 
© have heen complaining of, and who are in their ſes 
« yeral Spheres wreſtling againſt the ſame ; and that 
« we were, obliged to make a Seceſſion from the pre- 
a vailing Party in this eſtablimed Church, who ars 
carrying on a Courſe of Defection from our refor- 
med and covenanted Principles, Sc. As our Pro- 
teſtation more fully bears. 3 . 
There is nothing material in the Nayvative which 
we have not conſidered, except ſome Reflections on 
the above Proteſtations which we entred when the 
ap 1 ny N their _— * — _ fince 
ve to iſh our Reaſons at large for ſupport- 
ing the ſame, — ſhall only at this Time make 1 ok 
three Obſerves for obviating the Reflections that the 
arrative makes upon it. 1 
imo, The Act aud Sentence of Aﬀembly 1733, agaitft 
hich we proteſted, as we have already made evident 
rom the expreſs Words in which it is laid, reſtrains 
e Minifters of the Church of Scotland from teſti 
boArinally againſt the Act of Aſſembly 1732, and the 
Weeſent Proceedings of our Church - judicatories in the 
olent Settlement of Miniſters ; and this we look tips 
| as a new and unwarrantable Term of mini 
mmunion, _ War was not in * ＋ when wy 
dained to t iniſtry, yea, to be contrary to t 
ugage ments we wget ander, And it is affirmed 
Ithout the leaſt Shadow of Reaſon in the Narratives 
MY 53- © If there had been any Pretence for ſuch 2 
Allegation (to wit, that a new Term of minifter | 
. communion is impoſed) it was wholly cut o bs thy. RN 
Propoſal made to them by the Committee of d 


\ i latter ? 


82 
Likewiſe, by the Act and Sentence of the Aſſembly 1733, 


condemning our Proteſtation, it is declared to be cri- 
minal to enter a Proteſtation for our juſt Exoneration 
againſt an unwarrantable Deciſion of a General Aſſem- 
bly, tho' it has univerſal Influence on the whole 
Church: Therefore the Act and Sentence of the laſt 
Aſſembly reſtrains us from teſtifying, either doctrinally 
or by Proteſtation, _ the preſent uuwarrantable 
roceedings of our Church-judicatories. As theſe are 
both proper and neceſſary Means for keeping up a 
ſtanding Teſtimony againſt a Current of Defection, ſo 
the prevailing Party have now declared, That they 
will allow none to continue in Miniſterial Communion 
with them, who ſhall teſtify, either doctrirally from 
the Pulpit, or by Proteſtation in the ſupreme Judics 
tory, ___ their ſinful and unwarrantable Procee- 
dings. The Reverend Committee may now ſee, in An- 
- ſwer unto the Queſtion they put unto us, p. 53. what 
has fallen out fince the Aſſembly 1732, to render a 
Seceſſion from the prevailing Party more neceſſary than 
at that Time. | | x, 
24, Tho' we have made a Seceſſion from the pre 
vailing Party, who are carrying on the Courſe of L 
fection; yet our Proteſtation bears, that we are willing 
to hold minſterial Communion with all who are wreſtling 
inſt the Grievances we have been complaining o 
- And beſides, our Seceſhon is not from the Church o 
Scotland; we own her Doctrine contained in her Cor 
{for of Faith; we obſerve the received and approve 
niformity in Worſhip ; we adhere unto her Presbyte 
Tian Government and Diſcipline, according unto t 
Word of God, and our ſolemn Covenant-engagements 
and we have not been convicted of any Thing i 
our Doftrine or Practice to the contrary : - Ar 


reſore the Narraters have not the leaſt Gro 

r what they ſo much. queſtion, p. 54. to wit, W 
„ we will a . viſible Church upon Earth, wi 
& yhich we can have miniſterial Communlon.“ A 
little Reaſon have they for the Inferences they the 

1 | £ | unto themſelyes. + 1g E 
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I, We have a 8 1 Communĩam 
with what is reckoned the eſtabliſhed Church, till the 
prevailing Party have declared that they will not allow 
us any longer miniſterial Communion with them: Have 
they not then forced us out from them? Yet the Nær. 
raters, in the very Beginning of their Preface, ſay, 
That the four Brethren have forced themſelves out 
« of the minifterial Communion of the Church, 

te their undutiful Behaviour, and obſtinate Diſobedi- 
« ence, notwithftanding of the utmoſt Pains uſed to 
« reclaim them.” And all along through their Nar- 
rative they repreſent us as the greateſt and moſt obſti- 
nate Schiſmaticks: But, do they not verify the old 
Scots Proyerb, They ff lay on 4 ſevere Stroke, and then 
c-WM they raiſe the loudeſt Cry? 

n- Now, to ſum up this whole Affair, the General Af- 
at fembly did, by their Act 1732, give the Power of E- 
a lecting and Calling of Miniſters to Heritors as ſuch ; 
yea, they laid their Act in ſuch Terms, that fin a con- 
junct Meeting of Heritors and Elders, if the Heri- 
tors bear the Majority, whether they have their Reſi- 
dence in the Pariſh or not, whether they are of the 
Communion of the - Church of Scotland or not, the 
may impoſe a Miniſter upon a Congregation, tho' a 
the Elders and People are diſſenting and reclaiming : 
And. the reclaiming and diſſenting People have no Re- 
medy for them but one, that is, they muſt libel the 
Man who is the Heritors Choice, for Error in Do- 
ctrine, or ſomething ſcandalous in Practice; and, if 
they fail in the Probation, they may lay their Account 
with the utmoſt Reſentment, not only of their Heri- 
tors, but even of the Judicatories of the Church; 
and they may be ſure to have the Heritors Man thruſt 
in upon them, tho his Gift is nowiſe adapted to their 
Capacity, and tho' there is as little in his Walk and 
Converſation to recommend him unto them. 

Likewiſe, the Judicatorics of the Church, in Conſe- 
quence both of the above Act of Aſſembly, and alſo 
of the Patronage-4#, intrude Miniſters in all the Cor- 


ners of the Land, u ioos where both El- 
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ers and People OW... and reclaiming ; und. 
Fa Presbytery of the Bounds have not renew | 
conchr in theſe violent Meaſures, a Committee of the | 
nmiſhon is named, and inveſted with a Pregbyterial | 
F - _ Power to ſettle the vacant Congregation. t 
. Mr. Erskine, in his Synodical Sermon, judged it his ! 
Duty freely and plafoly to teſtify againſt the above lin- 
lar Oppreſſion of the Heritage of God through the 
Fand ; but the Synod of Perth and Stirling having ga- n 
thered together ſome Expreſſions which they alledged 
to be his, and which they ſer down in their own Way, If of 
did, withput finding a particular Relevancy in any one 
of them, or regarding his Anſwers unto them, con- 
demn him for emitting the ſame, and -ppointed him to 
be rebuked and admoniſhed at their Bar, i 
Mr. Erskine found himſelf obliged to flee for Re- 
dreſs. of the Unjuſtice done him to the General Aſſem- 
bly ; but the Aſſembly, inſtead of ſup him in 
the Diſcharge of his Duty, approved what Synod. 
had done in finding him cenſurable for ſome Expreſſi- 
dns emitted by him, tending to diſquiet the Peace of 
the Church, and impugning Act. of Aſſembly, and the 
Proceedings of Church-judicatories ; that is, they recko- 
ned it a Diſquieting of the Peace of the Church, do- 
| Rar un to teſtify againſt the Act 1732, and the pre- 
ſent unwarrantable Proceedings of * udicatories 
in the Settlement of Miniſters: Alſo the Aſſembly con- 
demned his Anſwers to the Synod's Charge, and ap- 
pointed him to be rebuked at their own Bar. 

Mr. Eratine and other three Miniſters judging the 
ghove Deciſion of the Aſſembly to be an evident Thruſt 
at Miniſterial Freedom and Faithfulneſs, and of a very 
- _ HGangerous Tendency, confedering how violent the Cur- 
t runs at preſent, and how forward the Judicato- 

is are to intrude Miniſters upon Congregations, did 
„ teſt for their juſt Right and Privilege to teftify e 
eke Oden again the AG 37324 and the ik 
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was fo much reſented by the Af. fi 
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ir Proteftation : 
Eably, that they appointed their Cooplſhon, exats 
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bs. Go to ſuſ them e 
Exerciſe of t tir i , in Caſe 


the ſame ; as alſo to proceed to a higher Cenſure again 


them at their Meeting in November,. or any ſubſequent | 


Meeting, if the Sentence of Suſpenſion was contra 


The proteſting Brethren appeared before the Come. 
miſſion in lugs, and declared they never intended by 
their Proteſtation to impugn the Power and Authority 
of the General Aſſembly to cenſure any of the Mini» 
ſters and Members of this Church upon juft and rele- 
yant Grounds, or the Exerciſe of that Power. and Au- 
thority according to the Word of God, and the known 
Principles of this Church; and that their Protcftation 
was their ſolemn atteſted Declaration and Teftimany a= 
gainſt what they judged to be an unwarrantable Exer 
ciſe of Eccleſiaſtical Power and — ; and that, for 
the Reaſons contained in their ſeveral er 
they could. got retract their Proteſtation; Vet the Com- 
| fon ſuſpended them every one from all the Parts of 


W. e Beecher, nervithfunting of this 

ne four Brethren, notwit | 

ntinued to exerciſe their Miniftry, in regard 

oked upon the Suſpenſion to be inflicted 
mere Church-authority, ſeeing they were never 

puvicted of any Thing in Doctrine or Practice con- 


ace of Suſpenſion was execute, that it ſhould be held 


| warrantable for them to exerciſe their Mi 


no ſuch Cenſure had paſt againſt them; they judged;- 
r if they had refrained — the Bree 4 gets | 


to ſpeak in the Name of the Lord, but alſo for 2 


icir Miniſterial k unction, and cited them to their Meet 
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upon them 


ary to Qur approven Standards, or their Ordination | 


ws and ements; and likewiſe, havi efted. .. 3 
— rounds, both before and ED * 
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＋ when diſcharged, not only by mere Authori- 


| 


% 


_ of 
A * 
} —_— 
wy % 4 
Px l 


— 


. 


r 
— ot 128604 4 -+ 8 4% 7 2 2 . * % 
n their Obedience in this Caſe would 
ye \ a Departing from their Teſtimony. 
When they compeared before the Commiſſion inNovem- 
ier, they plainly owned that they had exerciſed their Mi- 
niftry according unto the Proteſtation they had taken be- 
fore the Commiſſion at their Meeting in Auguſt; and there- 
_ theCommiſhon thought fir to paſsa Sentence, looſing 
— arent Relations, and declaring them no longer 
iniſters of the eftabliſhed Church, This obliged them 

to proteſt for the Validity of their paſtoral Relations 
to their reſpective Congregations, and to declare a 
Seceſſion from the prevailing Party, who are carrying 
on a Courſe of Defection from our reformed and cove- 
nanted Principles, and are ſuppreſſing Miniſterial Free- 
dom and Faithfulneſs in reftifying againſt the preſent 
Backſlidings of this Church, and are inflifting Cenſures 
upon Miniſters for witneſſing by Proteſtation and other. 
wile againſt the ſame. | 

I the Narrative-Writers pr their Friends ſhall think 
fit to conſider the Caſe as it is now laid before them, 
and to attack the Reaſons that have been offered by 
the proteſting Brethren, both in their Repreſentation 
given in to the Commiſſion, and alſo in this Paper, for 
vindicating their Conduct, they hope that they ſhall be 
able through Divine Aſſiſtance to defend the ſame 
But if, inſtead of Argument, railing Accuſations are 
brought againſt them, as Incendiaries, Schiſmatick 
and guilty of fiat Rebellion, &c. they wont reckot 
themſcives obliged to regard them, but ſhall leave 
the Narrative -M riters or their Friends to boaſt as the 
pleaſe in their Performances as unanſwerable. 
The Reverend Committee obſerve in their Narr 
tive, p. 50. That the Time has been when t 
Church of Scotland was terrible as an Army with Bat 
ners; but that they (to wit, the proteffivg Brethre 
« have by their Conduct ſhown that they have little 
4% no Regard for her.” We ſincerely wiſh, that bot 
they and we may ſeriouſly conſider what it is that 
the Strength and Beauty, the Ornament and Excelle 
, of the Church, Is it net ber Holding unto 
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Head the Lord Feſus Chrift ? Is it not her 
and maintaining the Doctrine, Worſhip, Government 
and Diſcipline of his Hauſe ? If the Doctrine is cor- 
rupted, and no ſuitable Teſtimony given. againſt the 
ſame ; if the Government is ſubverted, and if the Dif. 
cipline is not faithfully and impartially execute; if the 
— =a the Cn 22 of _ I — 
upporting, do oppreſs the Herit z0d; if t 
— — the 92 and ——— of Men, of 
whatever Rank and Degree they be; then it is that 
the Church's Beauty and Excellency, then it is that 
her Majeſty and Strength _ from her : And we 
defire to pray, That He, who has tbe Refbdue of the Spi- 
rit,may pour out his _ upon us; that he may turn us 
again, and cauſe. his Face to ſbine upon us ; that he may 
beal our Backſlidings and Breaches, t of - 
Chriſt in this Land may yet again look forth, fair as the 
Morning, clear as the Sun, and terrible as an Army with 
S anners. | f | 


